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| MEETING AGENBP#ers Initiais
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSIO
WALLACE STATE OFFICE BUILDING
DES MOINES, IOWA
January 21-22, 1992

Meeting convenes at 10:00 a.m., Tuesday, January 21, in the fourth floor
conference room. ~

S U

Public Participation (J WAVIYA-C 10:30 a.m.
. ) s ben |
A%E?}gy?ﬁyfsévn "?tk/'wur (/[7‘0'» ”‘/0)
Don Etler (Item #10) 0:45 a.m.
Capitol Oil Co. (Item #17d) ~ 2:00 p.m.
/gnnakco Ocl Co. (ztem #4-174) - : - 37)8 P
;I"Iggﬂ Maa s dam (fi‘e’m #178) 2 30 I:,J::

Legislative Reception (Jan. 22) 4th fl.,, Wallace Bldg. 7:30 a.m.
Tour Pirelli-Armstrong Tire Co. (Jan. 22) 9:30 a.m. - Noon

Approve Agenda.

Approve Minutes of December 16, 1991.

Director’s Report. (Wilson) Information.

Financial Status Report. (Kuhn) Information.

Landfill Alternatives Grant Applications. (Hay) Information.
1991 Toxic Cleanup Days Report. (Hay) Information.

Toxics Pollution Prevention Funding Report. (Hay) Information.

Proposed Rule--Chapter 101, Submittal Schedule for Solid Waste
Comprehensive Plans. (Hay) Information.

Monthly Reports. (Stokes) Information.

Final Rule--Chapter 61, Section 401 Certification - Corps of Engineer’s
Nationnd.d.e_Eenmits-._w-(-Stckes) Decision.

State Revolving Fund - Intended Use Plan. (Stokes) Decision.

apter 92, State Revolving-Fund-TLoans-

ees)” Information.
Notice of Intended Action--Chapter 148, Registry of Hazardous Waste
or Hazardous Substance Disposal Sites. (Stokes) Decision.

Notice of Intended Action--Chapters 100 and 102, Permits: Special
Waste Authorizations. (Stokes{) Decision.




EPC Agenda - Page 2
15. Economic Impact Statement for Chapter 135 Amendments. (Stokes)
Decision.
16. Petition for Rulemaking - City of Mount Pleasant. (Stokes) Decision.
17. Referrals to the Attorney General. (Stokes) Decision.
a) Amoco Pipeline Company (Dubuque)
bg Don Maagdam (Rolfg) y 1
¢) Vern Starling (Boone Co.)
) Capitol Oil Co. d/b/a Dakota MHP (Iowa City)
e) Flyway Cafe (Green Island)
18. General Discussion.

19. Address Items for Next Meeting.

NEXT MEETING DATES

February 17, 1992
March 76, 1992
April 20, 1992
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Minutes of the Environmental Protection Commission Meeting

January 21, 1992

Wallace State Office Building, Des Moines, Iowa
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JANUARY 1992 COMMISSION MEETING

The meeting of the Environmental Protection Commission was held
in the Wallace State Office Building, Des Moines, Iowa, convening
at 10:00 a.m. on January 21, 1992.

MEMBERS PRESENT

Verlon Britt, Richard Hartsuck (after 2:30 p.m.) Rozanne King,
Charlotte Mohr, Margaret Prahl, Gary Priebe, Nancylee Siebenmann,
and Clark Yeager.

MEMBERS ABSENT

William Ehm, Richard Hartsuck (until 2:30 p.m.)

Vice Chalrperson Yeager presided over the meeting in Commissioner
Hartsuck's absence.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

The following appointments were added to the agenda:

Amoco Oil Company (Item #17A) - 1:30 p.m.
Don Maasdam (Item #17B) - 2:30 p.m.

Item #12 was deleted from the agenda to allow counsel to review
it.

Director Wilson announced that the final decision on Item # 10
will be delayed until 2:30 p.m., as Richard Hartsuck will not be
present_untll_ihai_iime_and_he_would_14kemto__take part—in—the

discussion of that item.
Motion was made by Rozanne King to approve the agenda as

amended. Seconded by Charlotte Mohr. Motion carried
unanimously.

E92Jan-1
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ADOPTION OF MINUTES

Motion was made by Charlotte Mohr to approve the minutes of
December 16, 1991, as presented. Seconded by Rozanne King.
Motion carried unanimously.

DIRECTOR'S REPORT

Director Wilson stated that the Commission is hosting a breakfast
for the legislators who are on the Environmental and Energy
Committees, Natural Resources Committee, and Appropriations
Committee. Legislative assignments will be made for each
Commissioner at the end of today's meeting.

FINACIAL STATUS REPORT

Stan Kuhn, Division Administrator, Administrative Services
Division, presented the following item.

Attached are the division by division Year-To-Date expenditure
status reports as of 12/31/91.

As in previous months, operational expenditures are significantly

under budget due to staff wvacancies and other spending
constraints.

(Reports are shown on the following 3 pages)

E92Jan-2



J080C103 10WA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES PAGE 1
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN
AS OF 12/31/91

ToTAL TOTAL YEAR-TO-DATE OVER/UNDE
EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES A YEAR-1ODATE prevord
12/01/91 - 12/31/91 FY-TO-DATE PLAN BUDGET
1000 DIRECTOR®S OFFICE
101 PERSONAL SERVICES 17,415.44 85,861.05 .
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL 1144401 9.782.16 gt rged 2/ 716.00- 1%'33;'32
205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL 0.00 595.00 1,500.00 '905.00- 3/000.0
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES 349.50 696.88 1,000.00 303.00- 2.000.00
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP 0.00 263.83 '375.00 111.00- '750.00
308 OTHER SUPPLIES 38.17 38.17 600.00 562.00- 1,200.00
309 PRINTING & BINDING 909.85 5,249.15 7,000.00 1,751.00- 14,000.00
401 COMMUNICATIONS 450.77 2.277.64 1.500.00 '778.00 3.000.00
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES 0.00 1,680.22 1,000.00 680.00 2.000.00
410 DATA PROCESSING 187.46 696.59 2.400.00 1,703.00- 4.800.00
414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A 66.92 66.92 "375.00 "308.00- '750.00
501 EQUIPMENT 0.00 369.22 1,937.00 1,568.00- 3,874.00
DIVISION TOTAL 20,862.12 107,576.83 119,952.00 12,375.00- 239,905.00
J080C103 10MA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES PAGE 2
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN
. AS OF 12/31/91
TOTAL TOTAL YEAR-TO-DATE OVER/UNDER CURRENT
EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES PLAN YEAR-TO-DATE ANNUAL
12/01/91 - 1273191 FY-T0-DATE PLAN BUDGET
2000 COORDINATION AND INFORMATION
101 PERSONAL SERVICES 88,465.12 609,629.29 641,556.00 31,927.00- 1,283,115.00
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL 1.272.95 6.974.36 11,000.00 4.026.00- 22.000.00
203 STATE VEHICLE OPERATION 522.92 3/319.58 4.360.00 1.041.00- 8.721.00
204 STATE VEHICLE DEPRECIATIO 655.00 4143000 6.230.00 1.800.00- 12.460.00
205 QUT-STATE TRAVEL 764.32 2.220.18 4,375.00 2,155.00- 8.750.00
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES 3,395.49 55.957.16 51,175.00 478500 102,350.00
302 FACILITY MAINTENANCE SUPP 745.89 2.895.47 2,000.00 £96.00 4.000.00
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP 0.00 808.15 1.500.00 692.00- 3.000.00
308 OTHER SUPPLIES 3,474.06 24,403.48 31,452.00 7,049.00- 62,905.00
309 PRINTING & BINDING 32.329.76 147,357.44 179,796.00 32.439.00- 359.593.00
312 UNIFORMS & RELATED ITEMS 132,44 135.77 300.00 164.00- 600.00
401 CoMMNICATIONS 3,160.71 14,357.99 13,800.00 558.00 27,600.00
402 RENTALS 0.00 323,46 250.00 73.00 500.00
403 UTILITIES 9.60 .73 375.00 301.00- 750.00
405 PROF & SCIENTIFIC SERVICE 0.00 50.00 3,500.00 3,450.00- 7,000.00
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES 2,851.94 16,065.21 29,500.00 131433.00- 59.000.00
410 DATA PROCESSING 1,223.33 4.371.29 6,725.00 2.354.00- 13.450.00
414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A 542.80 1,180.60 2,500.00 1.319.00- 5.000.00
501 EQUIPMENT 1,952.02 2.072.45 1,500.00 573.00 37000.00
DIVISION TOTAL 141,498.33 896,625.61 991,892.00 95,267.00- 1,983, 79.00
J080C103 JOWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES PAGE 3
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN
AS OF 12/31/91 :
TOTAL TOTAL YEAR-TO-DATE OVER/UNDER CURRENT
EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES PLAN YEAR-T0-DATE ANNUAL
12/01/91 - 12/31/91 FY-TO-DATE PLAN BUDGET
3000 ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DIV.
101 PERSONAL SERVICES 263,609.47 1,815,418.03 1,975,734.00 160,317.00- 3,951,473.00
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL 6,634.30 29,261.68 28,000.00 11262.00 56.000.00
205 STATE VEHICLE OPERATION 463902 26,476.10 30,250.00 1.774.90- $0,500.00
204 STATE VEWICLE DEPRECIATIO 5.805.00 34,755.00 37,100.00 2.345.00- 741200.00
205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL 8.60 831.50 650.00 182.00 1.300.00
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES - 53,584.89 153,945.29 169,300.00 15,356.00-  338,600.00
302 FACILITY MAINTENANCE SUPP 197.25 321.20 500.00 179.00- 1.000.00
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP 4,969.63 16,643.02 26,000.00 9,357.00- 52.000.00
308 OTHER SUPPLIES 2.529.98 7.493.76 5.850.00 643,00 11,700.00
309 PRINTING & BINDING 508.45 4,059.85 10,150.00 6.089.00- 201300.00
312 UNIFORMS & RELATED ITEMS 822.66 £91.20 1,600.00 709.00- 3.200.00
407 COMMUNICATIONS 5,284.14 44,074.02 391900.00 4,174.00 79.800.00
402 RENTALS 369.25 369.25 250.00 119.00 500.00
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES 7564.15 9,970.69 24,950.00 14,979.00- 49,900.00
408 ADVERTISING & PUBLICITY , 101.50 101.50 250.00 149.00- 50000
410 DATA PROCESSING 5,228.85 63,725.41 53,250.00 10,476.00 106,500.00
412 AUDITOR OF STATE REIMBURS 0.00 35.636.00 42,500.00 6,864.00~ 85.000.00
414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A 2,119.16 7.789.85 21,250.00 131460.00~ 42,500.00
501 EQUIPMENT 31465.56 11,351.75 £0,000.00 68,649.00- 160, 000.00
701 LICENSES 0.00 100.00 25.00 75.00 50.00

DIVISION TOTAL 360,631.84 2,265,215.10 2,547,509.00 282,296.00- 5,095,023.00



J080C103

4000 PARKS, PRES. & RECREATION DIV.
701 PERSONAL SERVICES
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL
203 STATE VEHICLE OPERATION
204 STATE VEHICLE DEPRECIATIO
205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES
302 FACILITY MAINTENANCE SUPP
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP
307 AG.,CONSERVATION & HORT §
308 OTHER SUPPLIES
309 PRINTING & BINDING
312 UNIFORMS & RELATED ITEMS
401 COMMUNICATIONS
402 RENTALS
403 UTILITIES
405 PROF & SCIENTIFIC SERVICE
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES
408 ADVERTISING & PUBLICITY
410 DATA PROCESSING
414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A
501 EQUIPMENT
602 OTHER EXPENSES & OBLIGATI

10WA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN

AS OF 12/31/91

TOTAL TOTAL YEAR-TO-DATE

EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES PLAN -
12/01/91 - 12/31/91 FY-TO-DATE

309,502.29 2,782,755.00 2,786,663.00
8,812.59 38,198.49 42,298.00
17,624.72 100,850.67 96,249.00
24,345.00 143,240.00 116,347.00
310.25 2,275.92 2,207.00
1,435.74 15,669.51 23,975.00
52,445.78 229,745.66 210,702.00
32,118.08 149,097.44 144,625.00
114.11 3,340.65 10,750.00
4,380.99 17,847.61 19,347.00
35.60 2,748.69 15,250.00
13,221.57 19,516.74 25,801.00
11,634.96 44,595.12 49,501.00
1,452.00 16,056.98 14,175.00
50,007.50 222,688.06 189,225.00
0.00 3,810.00 42,527.00
15,655.19 98,291.86 106,500.00
9.58- 10.66 25.00
383.74 1,484.06 $,000.00
669.24 2,3564.11 2,750.00
15,026.52 43,313.01 63,000.00
3,588.00 5,264.36 1,350.00
562,754.29 3,943,154.60 3,968,267.00

DIVISION TOTAL

J080C103

5000 FORESTRY DIVISION
101 PERSONAL SERVICES
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL
203 STATE VEHICLE OPERATION
204 STATE VEHICLE DEPRECIATIO
205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES
302 FACILITY MAINTENANCE SUPP
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP
307 AG.,CONSERVATION & HORT §
308 OTHER SUPPLIES
309 PRINTING & BINDING
312 UNIFORMS & RELATED ITEMS
401 COMMUNICATIONS
402 RENTALS
403 UTILITIES
405 PROF & SCIENTIFIC SERVICE
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES
408 ADVERTISING & PUBLICITY
410 DATA PROCESSING
501 EQUIPMENT

I0WA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN

AS OF 12/31/91

TOTAL TOTAL YEAR-TO-DATE
EXPENDITURES EXPENDITURES PLAN
12/01/91 - 12/31/91 FY-70-DATE
113,437.44 844,656.31 981,085.00
3,139.01 18,655.12 25,6469.00
6,258.50 40,567.93 37,500. 00
11,035.00 62,300.00 54, 790.00
302.88 1,458.36 1,500.00
1,417.19 10,476.17 10,350.00
5,473.56 23,229.36 19, 250.00
6,476.09 23,909.37 29,050.00
17,533.86 101,117.57 44,611.00
458.73 2,816.06 24,750.00
0.00 3.,966.65 7,200.00
2,292.21 5.089.70 8,049.00
4,911.28 17,357.65 17.400.00
1,256.84 7,001.25 15, 000.00
2,675.46 11,135.90 16,250.00
168.50 168.50 38,000.00
9,330.97 16,631.90 20,250.00
296.22 1,631.26 450.00
188.01 699.43 550.00
25,164,192 50,699.34 €9,521.00
211,815.87 1,243,567.83 1,421,025.00

DIVISION TOTAL

4080103

1OWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN

TOTAL

AS OF 12/31/91

TOTAL

YEAR-T0-DATE—— —OVER/UNDER

¥

TOTAL

EXPENDITURES

12/01/91 - 12/31/91

6000 ENERGY & GEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
101 PERSONAL SERVICES
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL
203 STATE VEHICLE OPERATION
204 STATE VEHICLE DEPRECIATIO
205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES
302 FACILITY MAINTENANCE SUPP
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP
304 PROF. & SCIENTIFIC SUPPL
308 OTHER SUPPLIES
309 PRINTING & BINDING
401 COMMUNICATIONS
402 RENTALS
403 UTILITIES
405 PROF & SCIENTIFIC SERVICE
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES
408 ADVERTISING & PUBLICITY
410 DATA PROCESSING
414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A
501 EQUIPMENT

DIVISION TOTAL

EXPEND] TURES
FY-TO-DATE

PLAN

158, 161.60 1,108,592.28 1,217,244.00
1,353.21 13,544.59 24,926.00
2,029.71 11,825.23 13,000.00
2,445.00 14,670.00 14,850.00
144.90 4,408.46 7.425.00
1,023.72 6,162.40 7.687.00
0.00 87.30 675.00
344.98 6,426.04 7,250.00
124.03 2,151.18 1,400.00
2,665.66 21,817.12 19,430.00
1,438.45- 5,690.86 19,072.00
2,982.2 14,210.79 17,130.00
350.00 1,285.00 1,200.00
1,264.9 416449 6,587.00
24,217.14 299,102.98 380,310.00
1,753.05 25,948.53 11,730.00
198.85 198.85 0.00
1,554.11 5,712.91 8,800.00
1,125.05 1,319.05 3,205.00
17,093.96 46,832.84 75,811.00

217,403.70 1,594,130.90 1,837,732.00

PAGE 4

OVER/UNDER CURRENT
YEAR-TO-DATE ANNUAL
PLAN BUDGET
3,908.00~ 5,573,330.00
4,098.00- 84,599.00
4,602.00 192,500.00
26,893.00 232,697.00
69.00 4,415.00
8,305.00- 47,950.00
19,043.00 421,404.00
4,473.00 289,256.00
7.410.00- 21,500.00
1,498.00- 38,694.00
12,501.00- 30,500.00
6,285.00~ 51,602.00
4,906.00- 99,002.00
1,881.00 28,350.00
33,464.00 378,451.00
38,717.00- 85,055.00
8,208.00~ 213,000.00
14.00- 50.00
3,517.00- 10,000.00
397.00- 5,500.00
19,687.00- 126,000.00
3,914.00 2,700.00
25,112.00- 7,936,549.00
PAGE 5
OVER/UNDER CURRENT
© YEAR-T0-DATE ANNUAL
PLAN BUDGET
136,426.00~ 1,962,174.00
6,813.00- 50,939.00
3,068.00 75,000.00
7,510.00 109,580.00
42.00- 3,000.00
126.00 20,700.00
3,979.00 38,500.00
5,140.00- 58,100.00
56,507.00 89,223.00
21,934.00- 49,500.00
3,234.00- 14,400.00
2,959.00- 16,100.00
42.00- 34,800,00
7,999.00~ 30,000.00
5,113.00- 32,500.00
37,832.00- 76,000.00
3,617.00- 40,500.00
1,181.00 900.00
149.00 1,100.00
18,821.00- 139,043.00
177,452.00- 2,842,059.00
PAGE 6
CURRENT.
YEAR-TO-DATE ANNUAL
PLAN BUDGET
108,650.00- 2,434,505.00
11,382.00- 49,854.00
1,175.00- 26,000.00
180.00- 29,700.00
3,016.00- 14,850.00
1,524.00- 15,376.00
587.00- 1,350.00
824.00- 14,500.00
751.00 2,800.00
2,388.00 38,861.00
13,382.00- 38,145.00
2.919.00- 34,260.00
85.00 2,400.00
2,443.00- 13,175.00
81,207.00- 760,620.00
14,219.00 23,460.00
199.00 0.00
3,087.00- 17,600.00
1,887.00- 6,415.00
28,979.00- 151,623.00
243,600.00- 3,675,494.00



J080C103

7000 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIV.

101 PERSONAL SERVICES
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL
203 STATE VEHICLE OPERATION

204 STATE VEHICLE DEPRECIATIO

205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES

302 FACILITY MAINTENANCE SUPP
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP
304 PROF. & SCIENTIFIC SUPPL

308 OTHER SUPPLIES
309 PRINTING & BINDING

312 UNIFORMS & RELATED ITEMS

40T COMMUNICATIONS
402 RENTALS
403 UTILITIES

405 PROF & SCIENTIFIC SERVICE

406 OUTSIDE SERVICES
408 ADVERTISING & PUBLICITY
410 DATA PROCESSING

414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A

501 EQUIPMENT

DIVISION TOTAL

J080C103

8000 FISH AND WILDLIFE DIVISION
101 PERSONAL SERVICES
202 IN-STATE TRAVEL
203 STATE VEHICLE OPERATION
204 STATE VEHICLE DEPRECIATIO
. 205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL
301 OFFICE SUPPLIES
202 FACILITY MAINTENANCE SUPP
303 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE SUP
307 AG.,CONSERVATION & HORT §
308 OTHER SUPPLIES
309 PRINTING & BINDING
312 UNIFORMS & RELATED ITEMS
401 COMMUNICATIONS
402 RENTALS
403 UTILITIES
405 PROF & SCIENTIFIC SERVICE
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES
408 ADVERTISING & PUBLICITY
410 DATA PROCESSING
414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A
501 EQUIPMENT
602 OTHER EXPENSES & OBLIGATI
701 LICENSES

- DIVISION TOTAL

1OWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN

TOTAL
EXPENDITURES

12701791 - 12/31/91

459,006.70
9,232.03
3,495.57
5,105.00
2,957.93
6,495.76

54.62
316.05
0.00
649.91
2,130.00
423.45
9,768.49
8,152.21
1,217.66
74,964.97
3,809.29
709.47
13,456.92
4,217.31
22,045.65

628,212.99

AS OF 12/31/91

TOTAL
EXPENDITURES
FY-TO-DATE

3,091,928.32
31,792.36
20,906.70
28,465.00
18,464.25
25,960.85

12,686.91
12,561.95
640.78
50,845.80
26,852.83
5,590.63
288,729.70
13,195.69
2,108.68
49,119.72
5,828.77
89,099.47

3,779,659.25

1OWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN

TOTAL
EXPENDITURES

12/01/91 - 12/31/91

793,791.85
40,460.94
42,789.27
58,215.00

0.00
15,563.39
17,933.21
26,616.83
13,806.9%
10,386.85
16,612.05
19,571.29

1,161,521.80

AS OF 12/31/91

TOTAL
EXPENDITURES
FY-T0-DATE

5,420,712.70
154,393.19
254,634.96
341,330.00
5,399.18
98,963.20
92,624.98
188, 130.80
112,940.95
45,983.25
33,488.02
83,177.84
97,730.61
15,255.53
86,349.38
€9,001.06
45,824.53
269.42
33,141.68
47,151.17
70,261.84
150.00
15.00

7,296,929.29

1OWA-DEPARTMENTOF NATURAL—RESOURECES

SUMMARY OF EXPENDITURES VS. YEAR-TO-DATE PLAN

TOTAL
EXPENDITURES

12/01/91 - 12/31/91

9000 WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY

101 PERSONAL SERVICES

202 IN-STATE TRAVEL

205 OUT-STATE TRAVEL

301 OFFICE SUPPLIES

308 OTHER SUPPLIES

309 PRINTING & BINDING

401 COMMUNICATIONS

405 PROF & SCIENTIFIC SERVICE
406 OUTSIDE SERVICES

410 DATA PROCESSING

414 REIMBURSEMENTS TO OTHER A
501 EQUIPMENT

DIVISION TOTAL

29,059.59
1,684.91
1,928.64

186.77
0.00
59.90

45,112.56

AS OF 12/31/91

TOTAL
EXPENDITURES
FY-TO-DATE

193,711.50
15.712.57
3,581.10
1,109.01
1,068.59
8,577.02
4,531.31
65,487.53
974.71
1,525.25
5.519.11
730.25

302,527.95

PAGE 7
YEAR-TO-DATE OVER/UNDER CURRENT
PLAN YEAR-TO-DATE ANNUAL
PLAN BUDGET
3,391,667.00 299,738.00- 6,783,342.00
57,525.00 25,731.00- 115,050.00
31,100.00 10,194.00- 62,200.00
33,000.00 4,535.00- 66,000.00
16,000.00 2,463.00 32,000.00
26,275.00 312.00- 52,550.00
1,250.00 665.00- 2,500.00
5,500.00 1,220.00- 11,000.00
500.00 465.00- 1,000.00
11,125.00 1,562.00 22,250.00
21,800.00 9,258.00- 43,600.00
2,000.00 1,358.00- 4,000.00
55,050.00 4,205.00- 110,100.00
- 27,600.00 747.00- 55,200.00
7,550.00 1,959.00- 15,100.00
448,593.00 159,864.00~ 867,187.00
21,735.00 8,541.00- 43,470.00
5,000.00 2,892.00- 10,000.00
68,070.00 18,950.00~ 136,140.00
13,450.00 7,621.00- 26,900.00
218,380.00 129, 280.00- 436,760.00
4,463,170.00 683,510.00- 8,926,349.00
PAGE 8
YEAR-TO-DATE OVER/UNDER CURRENT
PLAN YEAR-TO-DATE ANNUAL
PLAN BUDGET
5,591,813.00 171,101.00- 11, 183,655.00
155,834.00 1,442.00- 311,671.00
228,977.00 25,658.00 457,959.00
356,630.00 15,300.00- 713,260.00
12,500.00 7,100.00- 25,000.00
93,559.00 5,402.00 187,120.00
165,571.00 72,946.00- 331,144.00
174,288.00 3,841.00 348,577.20
153,913.00 40,972.00- 307,827.00
41,503.00 4,481.00 83,008.00
75,388.00 41,901.00- 150,776.00
60,907.00 22,273.00 121,821.00
85,851.00 11,882.00 171,704.00
20,945.00 5,690.00- 41,892.00
108,510.00 22,161.00- 217,020.00
69,427.00 426.00- 138,855.00
48,665.00 2,840.00- 97,330.00
575.00 305.00- 1,150.00
22,050.00 11,091.00 44,100.00
€5,225.00 18,075.00- 130,450.00
131,3564.00 61,092.00- 262,711.00
300.00 150.00- 600.00
150.00 135.00- 300.00
7,663,935.00 367,008.00- 15,327,930.00
PAGE 9
YEAR-TO-DATE OVER/UNDER CURRENT
PLAN YEAR-TO-DATE ANNUAL
PLAN BUDGET
270,651.00 76,940.00- 541,305.00
14,230.00 1,484.00 28,460.00
7,250.00 3,668.00- 4,500.00
7,765.00 6,656.00- 15,530.00
4,150.00 3,082.00- 8,300.00
36,250.00 27,672.00- 72,500.00
12,649.00 8,118.00- 25,300.00
49,682.00 15,806.00 99,365.00
2,875.00 1,900.00- 5,750.00
2,650.00 1,125.00- 5,300.00
8,725.00 3,206.00- 17,450.00
3,787.00 3,057.00- 7,575.00
420,664.00 118,134.00- 841,335.00
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Mr. Kuhn explained vehicle depreciation. He noted that the
department is running under budget primarily because of vacant
positions. Mr. Kuhn stated that out of an authorized 880

positions, 100 are currently vacant. He related that there are
41 wvacancies in the Environmental Protection Division and 10 in
the Waste Management Division.

This was an informational item; no action was required.

LANDFILL ALTERNATIVE GRANT APPLICATIONS

Teresa Hay, Division Administrator, Waste Management Division,
presented the following item.

Forty-nine grant applications were received by the first Monday
in December 1991, for consideration in the latest round of the
Landfill Alternatives Grant program. Funding requests totaled
$7.2 million dollars. $1.4 million dollars are available for
allocation.

A summary of the proposals is attached for the Commission's
information. Proposal reviews will be completed by the end of
January and awards will be announced as soon as the grantees have
been notified in late February. The first grant contracts will
come to the Commission for approval in March.

(Proposal summary is shown on the following 10 pages)
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LANDFILL ALTERNATIVES GRANTS
Applications Received December, 1991
APPLICATION #1: Iowa Veterans Home -
REQUEST: $3,746
DESCRIPTION: To purchase a waste metal can crusher and four

wheeled containers, for recycling waste metal generated by
the Iowa Veterans Home in Marshall County.

APPLICATION §#2: Iowa Veterans Home

REQUEST: $5,395

DESCRIPTION: To purchase a waste cardboard baler, for
recycling waste cardboard generated by the Iowa Veterans
Home in Marshall County.

APPLICATION #3: Leonard Foutch

REQUEST: $50,000

DESCRIPTION: To purchase used air conditjoners,
refrigerators, and freezers, repair the appliances, and
resell them. Operation would be located in Linn County.
APPLICATION #4: H & H Recycling

REQUEST: $152,471

DESCRIPTION: To expand present curbside recycling facility
in Spirit Lake, to include six additional communities
(Arnolds Park, Lake Park, Okoboji, Spencer, Spirit Lake,
Superior, Terril) and rural Dickinson County.

APPLICATION #5: Johnson County Recycling Center

REQUEST: $64,536

DESCRIPTION: To establish a recycling facility in Johnson
County for glass, plastic, metal, and paper. Facility is
intended to serve Johnson, Iowa, and Jones counties.



APPLICATION #6: City of Dubuque
REQUEST: $274,650

- DESCRIPTION: For trucks and equipment to develop and
implement a voluntary curbside recycling program for
plastic, steel cans, alumlnum, glass, and newspaper, to
serve 18,000 households in Dubuque. ‘

APPLICATION #7: CEI Equipment, Inc.
REQUEST: $300,000

DESCRIPTION: To develop and produce a truck body for
curbside collection and mobile processing. The company
would convert an existing compartmentalized truck body,
which it presently manufactures for feed and grain
collection and processing. The company is located in Cedar
Rapids, Linn County.

APPLICATION #8: Keokuk Steel Castings, Inc.

REQUEST: $300,000

DESCRIPTION: To construct and install a thermal sand
reclamation system that would enable Keokuk Steel Castlngs

to reclaim its spent foundry sand and reuse it in the
manufacturing process.

APPLICATION #9: DJK Enterprises Co.
REQUEST: $60,000

DESCRIPTION: To promote and ‘test a backyard compost
‘container, designed by DJK Enterprises Co., in a sample of
Iowa cities over 2,000 in populatlon. DJK Enterprises is
located in Cedar Falls.

APPLICATION #10: Pattison’s Paper Bedding
REQUEST: $149,418

DESCRIPTION: For building and equipment to expand their
operatlon, which processes newsprint into livestock bedding.
The facility would serve Fayette County and the surrounding
rural communities.



APPLICATION #11: Media Supply Company

REQUEST: $39,260

DESCRIPTION: To expand and market the company’s use of the
scrap "webbing" from the button manufacture industry
(plastic scrap left over from punching holes in the
buttons). A dry paint stripper is .produced from the button

scrap. Media Supply Co. is located in Des Moines. The
button manufacturer is in Muscatine.

APPLICATION #12: Plastic Injection Molders, Inc.

REQUEST: $134,288

DESCRIPTION: To market 18-gallon plastic tubs for curbside
recycling. The company is located in Worth County.
APPLICATION #13: Comprehensive Systems; Inc.

REQUEST: $195,278

DESCRIPTION: To obtain additional equipment and expand a

building, in order to expand its current recycling program
to include all rural areas of Floyd and Mitchell counties.

APPLICATION #14: Area XIV Agency on Aging
REQUEST: $7,520

DESCRIPTION: To replace polystyrene meal containers, used
in the agency’s homebound meals program, with reusable metal
containers. The agency is located in Union County. The
meals program serves Adair, Adams, Clarke, Decatur,
Ringgold, Taylor, and Union counties.

APPLICATION #15: City of Grinnell

REQUEST: $71,000

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment to enable expansion and
greater efficiency of the Community Recycling Center. The

center would process recyclables from Grinnell and would be
available to other communities in Poweshiek County.



APPLICATION #16: Creston Sanitation, Inc.
'~ REQUEST: $203,905

DESCRIPTION: To construct and equip a regional recycling
and collection center in Creston, to service the counties of
Union, Adams, Adair, Taylor, Clarke, Decatur, and Ringgold.
Drop-off collection would be offered at the site and in the
counties and cities. ‘

APPLICATION #17: Sioux City Utility Department
REQUEST: $295,000

DESCRIPTION: To construct and equip a regional recycling
and transfer facility and to procure compost screening
equipment. The facility would be located in Woodbury
County, with services available to Woodbury, Plymouth, and
Monona counties. '

APPLICATION #18: Monona County Landfill Agency

REQUEST: $81,950

DESCRIPTION: To construct and equip a county-wide recycling
facility, to develop a multi-material collection system, and
to procure shredding and baling equipment for processing
paper for animal bedding in Monona County.

APPLICATION #19: Friendship Village

REQUEST: $51,000 '

DESCRIPTION: To construct garage units with balers for
collecting, compacting, and storing recyclable material

generated by Friendship Village Retirement Center. The
center is located in Black Hawk County.

APPLICATION #20: Van Beek, Inc. - Bio-Mass Energy &
Recycling

REQUEST: $146,875
DESCRIPTION: Tovconstruct and equip a waste tire processing

facility in Sioux County. The processed tires would be used
for asphalt, molded products, and/or fuel.

/0



_APPLICATION $#21: Genesis~Development / City of Jefferson
REQUEST: $168,840

DESCRIPTION: To provide curb51de collection of recyclables
in Greene County and to construct and equip an expanded
processing facility at Genesis Development, in Jefferson.

APPLICATION #22: Budini Marketing International, Ltd.
REQUEST: . $249,850 '

DESCRIPTION: To use a computer-based tire management system
to compile data on optlmum tire management practlces, from
six demonstration sites in Iowa. Budini is located in
Davenport.

APPLICATION #23: Heartland Recycling Company
REQUEST: $213,022

DESCRIPTION: To develop a compost facility in Hardin
County. The facility would serve Hardin, Butler, and Wright
counties, with potential for service to Franklin, Hamilton,
and Grundy counties.

APPLICATION #24: Carroll County Solid Waste Management
Commission

REQUEST: $17,067

DESCRIPTION: To conduct a study of airborne dusts generated
while processing newspapers to animal bedding, to construct
a dust collection system, to expand the newspaper storage
and processing area, and to purchase an additional plastics
granulator and conveyor. .

APPLICATION #25: ‘Mar-Rob Enterprises
REQUEST: $119,409
DESCRIPTION: For building and equipment to expand the

business of manufacturing corn husking rollers from waste
tires. Mar-Rob is located in Webster County.
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APPLICATION #26: The Best Blueberry Plastic Mill Corp.
REQUEST: $100,000

DESCRIPTION: To manufacture secondary resin pellets from
post-consuner recycled plastics from Des Moines. The
secondary resin pellets would be sold to Iowa plastlc
manufacturers to be used in the place of virgin resin.

APPLICATION #27: Andrew Pallet Company
REQUEST: $100,000

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment to grind non-reusable
wood pallets into marketable mulch, animal bedding, and raw
material for finished wood products. The company is located
in Des Moines.

APPLICATION #28: Hawkeye Wood Shavings, Inc.
REQUEST: $300,000

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment for recycling wood waste
into mulch, livestock bedding, and wood chips burned as
fuel. The company is located in Des Moines.

APPLICATION #29: Great River Regional Waste Authority
REQUEST: $300,000

DESCRIPTION: To construct transfer stations for recyclables
in Louisa and Hancock counties, to initiate curbside
collection in 4 Louisa County and 6 Hancock County, IL
cities, to place drop-off units in rural areas, to purchase
equipment to expand the Lee County recycling center, and to
develop business/commercial recycling. The reglon affected
consists of Lee, Henry, and Louisa counties in Iowa and
Hancock County in Illinois.

APPLICATION #30: Lee County Solid Waste Management
Commission i ' -

REQUEST: $300,000
DESCRIPTION: For expansion of the Lee County recycling
center and waste reduction/public education program. The "

application is submitted in the event that the program
described above (Application #29) does not materialize.

/A



APPLICATION #31: ECO-CHIPS, Inc.

REQUEST: $68,200

DESCRIPTION: To purchase machinery to enable the company to
receive and process waste wood from generators in an
approx1mate 100-mile radius of Estherville. The company is
located in Estherville, Emmet County.

APPLICATION #32: Ida County Landfill

REQUEST: $88,448

DESCRIPTION: To build and equip a recycling facility and
curbside collection for Ida County.

APPLICATION #33: Great River Bend Area Agency on Aging
REQUEST: $3,600:

DESCRIPTION: To replace styrofoam meal containers, used in
the agency’s homebound meals program, with reusable
contalners. The agency is located in Scott County. The
meals program serves Scott, Muscatine, and Clinton counties.
APPLICATION #34: Chapman Logging Company, Inc.

REQUEST: $300,000

DESCRIPTION: To construct a co-generation system to use the
waste wood generated by the logging company and by other

sawmills within a 70-mile radius of Hopkinton. The company
is located in Delaware County.

APPLICATION #35: Buena Vista Work Activity Center

REQUEST: $190,030

DESCRIPTION: For construction and equipment to expand its
current recycling program. Project would include dropoff
and collection systems, public education, expansion of
recycling current materials, and addition of cardboard
recycling. The project would serve Buena Vista County and
portions of Ida, Pocahontas, Calhoun, and Cherokee counties.

/13



APPLICATION $#36¢ Freel_Sanitation'Co.
REQUEST: $162,855

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment to chip the waste wood
from Story County. The equipment would also be made
available to neighboring counties. The company is located
in Ames. '

APPLICATION #37: Howard County Board of Supervisors and
Spectrum Industries

REQUEST: $128,780

DESCRIPTION: To purchase drop-off containers for the county
and to purchase equipment for the recycling facility
presently under construction in Cresco, Howard County.

APPLICATION #38: Mid-Iowa Workshops, Inc.
REQUEST: $151,000

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment to collect, inspect, and
sort ledger paper, newsprint, and old corrugated cardboard
from the Marshalltown area, for processing at other
facilities. Plans to include Marshall, Hardin, Tama, and
Poweshiek counties in the future.

APPLICATION #39: Brief Encounters Laundry Service
REQUEST: $187,773

DESCRIPTION: To expand present infant diaper service to
include the laundry of adult diapers (briefs). Delivery and
laundering would be developed and marketed to serve
institutionalized adults in Buena Vista, Sac, Pocahontas,
calhoun, Ida, and Cherokee counties. The service is located
in Buena Vista County.

APPLICATION #40: Mahaska County Solid Waste Commission
REQUEST: $163,422 |

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment and building
improvements for the Mahaska County Recycling Center.

)



APPLICATION #41: Veterans Affairs Medical Center
REQUEST: $16,273

DESCRIPTION: To expand the Center’s existing recycling
program to include plastics, through the purchase of a
granulator and building improvements. The Center is located
in Johnson County. :

APPLICATION #42: Black Hawk County Solid Waste Management
Commission

REQUEST: $23,500

DESCRIPTION: To demonstrate the use of waste tires for
retaining wall construction by collecting tires and using
the tires to construct a retaining wall at the Black Hawk
County Landfill.

APPLICATION #43: Arthur W. Moellering

REQUEST: $81,500

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment for producing livestock
bedding from waste paper, and to receive glass, aluminum,

and plastic containers for pick-up and proce551ng by other
facilities. Intends to serve Clayton County.

APPLICATION #44: Dodd’s Trash Hauling and Recycling, Inc.
REQUEST: $25,000
DESCRIPTION: For building improvements and equipment to

expand their present recycling facility, which serves Jasper
County. ‘

APPLICATION #45: BES Industrial Services, Inc.

REQUEST: $283,500

DESCRIPTION: For equipment to be used to manufacture
plastic pellets from post-industrial and post-consumer
plastic film waste. The pellets would be sold to reglonal
plastic injection and blow molding firms. The company is
located in Cedar Rapids, Linn County.
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APPLICATION #46: Thomas M. Runde
REQUEST: $300,000

DESCRIPTION: To collect and organize the solid waste in
Dubuque County, then to construct objects, such as clocks
and art, from the waste materials.

APPLICATION #47: Wall, Inc.
REQUEST: $300,000

DESCRIPTION: To establish a regional collection facility
and marketing collector network for recyclables within a 60-
mile radius of Perry. Wall is located in Perry, Dallas
County.

APPLICATION #48: Mount Mercy College

REQUEST: $3,069

DESCRIPTION: To purchase and install a cardboard baler, in
order to recycle the cardboard and paper waste generated by

the college. The college is located in Cedar Rapids, Linn
County.

APPLICATION #49: R-Business Recylers

REQUEST: $297,200

DESCRIPTION: To purchase equipment and containers to
provide curbside recycling and expanded drop-off service to
Waterloo and surrounding communities, for processing at
their facility. The company is located in Waterloo, Black
Hawk County. : '

Ms. Hay gave an explanation of the grants and noted that reviews

————will be completed by the —end of January. —Awards—will—be

announced in late February.
Discussion followed.

This was an informational item; no action was required.
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1991 TOXIC CLEANUP DAYS REPOQRT

Teresa Hay, Division Administrator, Waste Management Division,
presented the following item.

The annual report of Toxic Cleanup Days conducted around the
state during 1991 has been prepared for submission to the General
Assembly and Governor. The report contains a brief background on
household hazardous materials as well as detailed information on
each of the seven DNR-sponsored events held in Iowa in 1991:
Boone, Madison, Warren, Powesheik, Jasper, Black Hawk, and
Winnesheik. Also discussed are the two events sponsored entirely
by local governments: Dubuque and Polk counties.

All of the events sponsored by DNR in 1991 were conducted on an
appointment only basis. This resulted in a significant decrease
in waiting time for participants and a higher total participation
rate when including those individuals who were provided disposal
assistance over the phone as well as at the collection site.

A copy of the report will be provided to the Commission for
information.

Ms. Hay briefly explained the Toxic Cleanup Days events and the
report.

This was an informational item; no action was required.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

Merlin Plagge

Merlin Plagge, Iowa Farm Bureau Federation, presented the

following statement: "STATEMENT OF THE IOWA FARM BUREAU
FEDERATION ON THE PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
NATIONWIDE PERMIT SYSTEM - The Iowa Farm Bureau Federation

appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to
the Army Corps of Engineers nationwide permit system. We believe

~ the state of Towa is compounding its fiscal problems by keeping

excessive permit requirements for the waters of the state while
the federal government is relaxing them.

Our state faces a severe budget crises. Expenditures have been
unable to keep pace with revenue. The size and scope of our
government has grown 29 percent over the past 10 years while the
population has decreased. The Iowa Legislature and the governor
need to deal with the issue in this session of the legislature.

Most people agree there are no easy solutions to Iowa's growing
budget deficit. The governor last year appointed a task force to
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study options and action in the legislature will most 1likely be
dominated by the budget this year. The issue before us today
gives us a perfect opportunity to make a dent in the deficit.

The state of Iowa 1is one of only a few states which requires
additional permitting on many of the Corps' nationwide permits.
Over seven years ago, the Environmental Protection Agency and the
Army Corps of Engineers concluded that the cost of monitoring
these activities wasn't worth it. These agencies also realized
that excessive regulation could become a financial burden and
relaxed the need for additional certification from the state.
Forty states followed their example. Iowa did not. And Iowa
made the decision without a public hearing. Our farmer members
are demanding relief from government over-regulation and
interference with even the most routine farming practices that
have 1little or no impact on the waters of the state. If EPA and
the Corps of Engineers decided that 401 permitting is too much
micro-management for them, why would Iowa continue?

In this country, we have put responsibility on individuals and
not central planning aurhority. Of course, our system hasn't
worked perfectly, but has worked better than any other country in
the world. The people of Iowa fully recognize the need to
preserve our natural resources of land and water. To police
every activity within any business takes away from the basic
right of Americans to operate farms and businesses. A majority
of TIowans will support preserving our natural resources without
the over-regulation created by the additional permitting. The
state of Iowa needs to follow the lead of 40 other states in
relaxing the need for additional certification.

While the budget crises cannot be solved overnight, we can begin
the process by putting an end to over-regulation and
micro-management. Each small step we take in reducing state
expenditures will move us closer to the overall goal of fiscal
responsibility. The cost of central planning is high in terms of
money, in terms of the rights of property owners. We would do
well to examine the recent events in eastern Europe and stop this
trend towards increased government control over private
resources. Additional permitting would take away individual
responsibility and add unnecessary cost. The Iowa Farm Bureau
Federation believes we can preserve our natural resources through
use of the nationwide permit system without additional permitting—

by the state."

Jim McClure

Jim McClure, Monona County Board of Supervisors and Monona
Drainage District Association, addressed the Commission stating
that his position on this issue is the same as that of Mr.
Plagge. He added that the permit denials violate the owners
constitutional rights, and they cannot go along with the "no net
loss" requirement that they replace any wetlands they disturb.
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Brad Barratt

Brad Barratt, DOT, introduced Ron Ridnour, DOT biologist with
their Planning Division. Mr. Barratt stated that he supervises a
staff that is involved with obtaining permits from state and
federal agencies for highway projects. He stated that DOT would
like to urge the Commission to reject the new rules as proposed.
Of particular concern is the conditional certification aspect for
six of the 36 nationwide permits that are under consideration.
He noted that if the rule is approved by DNR, the Corps will
consider the conditional 401 certifications denied. The result
would be a large increase in the administrative burden to all
agencies involved. Mr. Barratt stated that currently the DOT
does not need to submit projects such as minor road crossings,
bridges, and culverts for a permit, but if the rules are approved
an additional 400 permits would need to be applied for annually.
In addition to primary highways there could be an additional 1500
similar projects. He related that that would result in a
tremendous burden on all agencies involved for projects that are
very minor in scope. The result would be extensive time delays
on some projects. Mr. Barratt stated that DOT feels the cost of
the program far outweighs the benefits that can be gained for
those few projects. He asked the Commission to reject the rules
as proposed and urged the unconditional certification of the six
nationwide permits.

Discussion followed.

Jack Fisher

Jack PFisher, representing Iowa Drainage District Association,
urged the Commission to take a common sense approach to the issue
of minor activities in wetlands that are one acre or less and
approve the Nationwide Permit #26, as proposed by the Corps of
Engineers. He noted that it only makes sense, in times of
strained state budget, to eliminate the burden of unnecessary
bureaucratic control. 1In-kind mitigation would be expensive and
unreasonable to areas of one acre or less.

Don Etler, originally scheduled for a 10:45 a.m. appointment,
deferred his appointment until 2:30 p.m. when the item will be
taken up.

TOXICS POLLUTION PREVENTION FUNDING REPORT

Teresa Hay, Division Administrator, Waste Management Division,
presented the following item.

The 1991 Toxics Pollution Prevention Act required the Department

of Natural Resources to make recommendations to the General
Assembly regarding a funding structure for the 1long term
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impleméntation and continuation of a toxics pollution prevention
program.

The report as prepared and submitted in fufillment of this
requirement is attached for the Commission's information. Two
options were presented as funding alternatives, including
increasing existing fees on the generation of hazardous waste
while placing similar fees on toxic emissions, and setting aside
a portion of all environmental permit fees collected by the
department and for pollution prevention program use.

Input for development of this report was solicited from industry
and environmental interests in a meeting held here at the
Department. Commissioner Hartsuck participated in this meeting
and provided input as well.

(Report is shown on the following 4 pages)
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STATE OF

TERRY E. BRANSTAD, GOVERNOR DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
) , LARRY J. WILSON. DIRECTOR

January 2, 1991

The Honorable Robert C. Amould
Speaker of the House
State Capitol

. LOCAL

Dear Representative Arnould:

During the 1991 legislative session, the General Assembly passed House File 683, which
directed the Department of Natural Resources to develop and operate a toxics pollution
prevention program for the State of Jowa. Also contained in this bill was a request that
the department "make recommendations to the General Assembly by January 1, 1992,
regarding a funding structure for the long term implementation and continuation of a
foxics pollution prevention program'. The department submits this document to the
General Assembly in fulfillment of that request.

Specific components of the toxic pollution prevention program, as outlined in the bill,
require the department to:

» Establish criteria for the development of the pollution prevention program.

s Adopt rules establishing the information to be required in industrial multi-media
toxic pollution prevention plans, and provide guidelines to assist toxics users in plan
preparation

» Provide technical assistance to toxics users in completing pollution prevention plans

o Assess and compile an inventory of informational and technical assistance needs of
toxics users and air contaminant sources

» Function as a repository of research, data, and information regarding toxics pollution
prevention activities throughout the state; coordinate information transfer from state
and federal clearinghouses to toxics users

» Promote increased coordination between all agencies/institutions havmg
responsibility relating to toxic substances

Initial start-up of this program has been funded by dedlcatmg a small portion of the fee
_placed on air emissions of certain toxic substances. This "pollution prevention” portion
" of the air toxics fee has generated approximately $50,000 for fiscal year 1992, and will

be used to support preliminary program development.

I the temporary toxic fee for FY 1992 was due on November 30, 1991
2
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The air toxics fee, however, is a temporary funding source. House File 683 requires this
fee to be eliminated when the department establishes an operating permit program for air
contaminant sources. Because of the temporary nature of the funding source for
pollution prevention activities, the legislation also directed the department to make
recommendations to the General Assembly regarding a funding structure for the long
term implementation and continuation of a toxics pollution prevention program. This
brief report provides options for establishing a long term funding structure.

Several sources of information were utilized in order to develop recommendations for the
General Assembly. The department looked at the funding mechanisms other states have
developed to support pollution prevention activities. We also reviewed and considered
the recommendations outlined in the 1991 report "Hazardous Waste Reduction
Strategies: A Discussion and Recommendations for the General Assembly”. This report,
also required by legislative mandate, outlined ways to minimize the generation of
hazardous waste in Jowa. Embodied in the report was a discussion of the types of fees
that could be used to support waste minimization, and ended with a recommendation to
increase existing fees on hazardous waste generation. Attached is a summary of the
existing fees, and the increases proposed in that report.

In addition to the above review and research, the department assembled a group of
industry and environmental group representatives to discuss possible options for long
term funding (a list of participants is attached). Suggestions and concerns expressed by
individual members of the advisory group included the following: (1) that yet another
fee structure was going to be established, instead of using existing fees from which to
fund the program; (2) the fees should be equitably pldaced, i.e., that all generators should
pay, and any fee(s) should be placed on toxics released to all media; (3) that those who
generate more waste should pay more, rather than using a flat fee per generator; (4) fees
should be imposed on waste generation only; (5) fees should be placed on all toxics used,
not just waste generated; (6) those companies who do pollution prevention planning
should be rewarded somehow; and (7) that any fee that is collected remain in the
department for its intended use. Because some of these suggestions contradict each
other, the department was unable to recommend a funding structure which satisfied all
these concerns simultaneously. To the extent possible, however, recommendations made
by the advisory group were incorporated into the funding options described below.

One major type of fee structure, called a front-end fee, generated substantive discussion
within the advisory group. Fees would be placed on all toxic substances used in

------ ——production-and other industrial processes to encourage input substitution as well as waste
' minimization. While this structure is a very attractive concept, administering such a
program would require a significant data collection effort before fees could be imposed.
"In addition, a greater proportion of the fee would need to be spent on administration than
would be necessary with either of the options described below. For these reasons, the

department does not recommend adoption of front end fees at this time.

The following discussion outlines options for long term funding, which incorporate
suggestions made by the advisory group to the extent possible, as well as the above

a%



described sources of information. Given the current pressures on the state's general fund,
the options described are types of user fees. ] :

OPTION 1 -
INCREASE EXISTING FEES ON THE GENERATION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE, AND PLACE
SIMILAR FEES ON TOXIC EMISSIONS REPORTED UNDER SECTION 313 OF THE
EMERGENCY PLANNING AND COMMUNITY RIGHT-TO-KNOW ACT (EPCRA), BETTER
KNOWN AS THE TOXIC RELEASE INVENTORY (TRI).

This type of fee structure, called a waste end fee, places fees on toxic and/or hazardous
waste after it is generated. There are several ways in which to establish a waste end fee.
A flat fee could be placed on every generator, or graduated fees for classes of generators
(e.g., one fee for small quantity generators, another for large, and/or based on the number
of employees). A fee could also be established based on the quantity of the waste
generated. The greater volume of waste generated, the larger the fee. Still another
variation is to place a fee on each type of toxic or hazardous waste_generated. Many
states have adopted one or a combination of waste end fees to support pollution
prevention programs. A combination of waste end fees is included in this option;
hazardous waste fees would be increased (as per the 1991 Hazardous Waste Reduction
Strategies Report) and fees would be placed on toxic air emissions reported in the Toxic
Release Inventory.

This type of fee structure has several advantages. A new fee schedule and fund would
not need to be established; this option would add to an existing structure, and fees could
be placed in the waste volume and reduction fund. Placing the fee on waste after it is
generated requires a more modest information base, and is less administratively
burdensome than fees placed on all toxics used (i.e., front end fees). By combining the
two "lists" of toxic or hazardous compounds, the burden does not fall upon those emitting
to one media only. »

There are also some disadvantages to this type of fee structure. The two above
mentioned lists of toxic or hazardous substances may exclude some toxic substances
which are emitted in significant amounts in Jowa. In addition, waste end fees might not
provide an incentive to use alternative, less toxic substances in production processes,
because the focus is on waste generated rather than substances used.

OPTION 2 .
.- SET ASIDE A PORTION OF ALL ENVIRONMENTAL PERMIT FEES COLLECTED BY THE

DEPARTMENT FOR POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM USE.. THIS OPTION IS
DEPENDENT ON ADOPTION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL TRUST FUND LEGISLATION

PROPOSED BY THE DEPARTMENT FOR THE 1992 LEGISLATIVE SESSION.

This user fee option has the advantages of using an existing fee structure, and those
discharging wastes to all media would be sharing in the cost of the pollution prevention
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program. An additional amount would be charged for all permits; the fees would be set
in a similar manner to the waste end structure. The pollution prevention charge could be
a flat fee, or one based on volume or quantity emitted/discharged/disposed. The fees
could be placed in the waste volume reduction fund, or alternatively, in a separate
account within the environmental trust fund (see below).

Disadvantages to this approach are that not all permits are renewed every year, so permit
fees would have to be set in such a way to assure a uniform level of funding from one
year to the next. Perhaps more important, however, is that this option depends on
adoption of legislation which embodies the environmental trust fund concept. The
department currently has the authority to charge permit fees, but has not exercised this
authority except in the areas of water supply and water withdrawal. In addition, all fees
collected (with the exception of fees in the air quality program) must now be deposited in
the General Fund. State law would need to be changed to require the department to
charge fees based on the programs' operating costs, including permitting, monitoring,
inspection, and pollution prevention. Further, a portion of the fees collected in each
program could be dedicated to support pollution prevention activities.

The above options provide two workable funding structures from which the department
could support pollution prevention activities. Teresa Hay, administrator of the
department’'s Waste Management Division, and Lisa Smith, liasion on environmental
protection issues, would be willing to work with interested legislators to incorporate
these options into the state's pollution prevention program.

Sincerely,
/

\
Lérry J. Wilson
Director '

Ms. Hay gave an explanation of the report.

Discussion followed regarding the recommended options, the amount
of fees increase, and neighboring states fees and permit
requirements for transporters.

This was an informational item; no action was required.

PROPOSED RULE--CHAPTER 101, SUBMITTAL SCHEDULE FOR SOLID WASTE
COMPREHENSIVE PLANS

Teresa Hay, Division Administrator, Waste Management Division,
presented the following item.
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The Commission is requested to review the proposed amendments on
the submittal schedule for subsequent solid waste comprehensive
plans, part I. 1In its current form, 567--101 directly ties solid
waste comprehensive plans to the three year permit renewal
schedule, thus acting as a disincentive to regionalizing areas
that contain more than one permitted facility. Solid waste
operators have been consulted and favor a subsequent
comprehensive plan submittal schedule that will facilitate
regional efforts.

The purpose of these amendments 1is to implement 455B.306 and
455D.3., The proposed amendments:

- renumber 567--101.5(5)b(7)3 to be 567--110.3(i)d. This
section deals with soil boring samples taken at sanitary
landfills and is being renumbered in order to be 1located in a
more appropriate section of the administrative rules.

- add, to the general requirements, a reference to the submittal
schedule for subsequent solid waste comprehensive plans, part I.

- encourage solid waste planning activities for multicounty
areas where feasible by adding the submittal schedule for
subsequent comprehensive plans, part I.

- remove the direct tie to the three year solid waste permit
renewal schedule for comprehensive plans, part I other than
infectious waste treatment or disposal facilities and waste
generated by private companies holding solid waste permits.

(Proposed rule is shown on the following 4 pages)
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION'COMMISSION [567]

Notice of Intended Action

Pursuant to the authority of Iowa Code éection 455B.304
and 455D.7, the Environmental Protection Commission of the
Department of Natural Resources gives notice of intended action
to amend Chapter 567--101 "General Requirements" and
Chapter 110 "Design, Construction and Operation Standards For
Solid Waste Management Facilities" of the Iowa Administrative
Code.

This Notice proposes to renumber, as Item 1, 567--
101.5(5)b(7)3, regarding soil boring samples at a sanitary
landfill site; in order to move this subrule to its appropriate
chapter.

This Notice proposes to amend, as Item 2, the general
requirements by adding reference to the submittal schedule for
subsequent solid waste comprehensive plans.

This Notice proposes to amend, as Item 3, subrule 101.5(7)
adding the subsequent comprehensive plans, part I submittal
schedule. This submittal schedule removes the direct tie to the
three year permit renewal schedule for comprehensive plans, part

I submitted by cities, counties, or facilities managing solid

waste, thus encouraging planning aé%iviti;; for'multicounty areas
where feasible. |

Any interested person may make written or oral comments on
these proposed amendments on or before April 8, 1992. Such |

comments should be directed to Julie Kjolhede, Waste Management
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Division, Department of Natural Resources, Wallace State Office
Building, 900 East Grand Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa 50319-0034;
PHONE (515) 281-8946; FAX (515)281-8895. Persons are also
invited to present oral or written comments at a public hearing
on April 8, 1992, at 10:00 a.m. in the Fourth Floor West
Cconference Room of the Wallace State Office Building.

Copies of the proposed rules may be obtained from the
Records Section, Department of Natural Resources, Wallace State
Office Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50319-0034.

These rules are intended to implement Iowa Code sections
455B.306 and 455D.3.

The following amendments are proposed.

ITEM 1. Renumbér 567-;-101.5(5)b(7)3 to be 56‘7-4—1_10.3(1)d.

ITEM 2. Amend the first unnumbered paragraph of rule 101.5
{(455B, 455D) toc readkas follows:

101.5 (455B,455D) Comprehensive plans. Cities, counties and
private agencies operating or plannihg to operate a sanitary
disposal project after July 1, 1988, shall, in conjunction with
all local governments using the sanitary disposal project, file a
comprehensive plan with the director either prior to or at the

time of application for issuance, renewal or reissuance of a

sanitary disposal project permit. The department may require
filing and updating a pian at other times. The department shall
act to coordinate and expedite planning activities for
multicounty areas where feasible. The general requirements and
schedule for updating subsequent plans shall be submitted

according to subrule 101.5(7).

E92Jan-27



January 1992 Environmental Protection Commission Minutes

ITEM 3. Amend subrule 101.5(7) as follows:

Subsequent plans. After the initial plan has been approved,
ail subsequent plans must include all elements in rule 101.5
(4558, 455D) and a thorough evaluation of'progress toward meeting
the state volume reduction and recycling goals as detailed in |
subrule 101.5(2). The solid waste abatement table included in
the "Guidelines for Solid Waste Comprehensive Plans, Part I:
Waste Management Alternatives" shall be used for this evaluation

of progress.

kg. Interim Plan Modifications: If a new facility requests
to be included in a planning area after completion of a plan but
before a subsequent plan is due, and the planning area agrees to
include the facility, the following procedure is required:

-al. A letter is submitted to the department by the facility
operator describing the facility’s operation and the amount of
waste to be managed.

-b2. A letter is submitted to the department by the planning
area’s responsible agency agreeing to accept the facility in its
planning area and stating how the facility will affect the
planning area’s waste stream.

-e3. The subsequent plan submitted by the planning area will

~include the facility.

b. Plan Renewal: The submission schedule for subsequent

Comprehensive Solid Waste Plans, Part I submitted by cities,

counties or facilities managing solid waste removes the direct
schedule correlation to the three year permit renewal schedule

for plans referenced in 101.5(7)2.
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1. Permittees may be allowed to renew the permit on

the permit renewal date providing that the Solid Waste

Comprehensive Plan, Part I will be submitted according to the

schedule in 101.5(7)2. Should the permittee fail to participate

in an approvable plan by the date specified in 101.5(7)2,

administrative actions by the department will be implemented to

insure compliance or to terminate operations.

2. The following schedule change is shown through the third
revision. Subsequent plans following the third revision scheduled

- below will continue to be due in the designated intervals. For

the purposes of this schedule, "county" is considered as a

territorial whole that includes cities., towns villages, rural
——*~———————-—————.___+___L_____¢___J___J_____
and unincorporated areas.

Number
of First Second Third
Group Counties ___Revision Revision Revision
1 One or Fewer 7/1/92 7/1/95 7/1/°98 . . .
2 Two - three 1/1/93 1/1/96 1/1/9%9 . . .
3 Four - five 7/1/93 7/1/96 7/1/99 . . .
4 Six or more _ 1/1/94 1/1/97 1/1/2000 . . .

- €. Subsequent Solid Waste Comprehensive Plans, Part I

submitted for infectious waste treatment or disposal facilities,

and waste generated by private companies that are permitted to

manage their own waste are required at the time of permit

renewal.
These rules are intended to implement Iowa Code sections

455B.306 and 455D.3.
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Ms. Hay explained the proposed rules.

Clark Yeager asked if hospital incinerators would fall under
these plans.

Ms. Hay responded that most cities and counties would not want to
have to deal with infectious waste, and hospitals most 1likely
would not want to involve cities and counties in their planning.

Rozanne King asked what the plans say about a comprehensive area.

Ms. Hay stated that the plan would address the amount and type of
waste the entire area would expect to generate over the next 20
years. The plan outlines alternatives available other than
landfilling the waste, the economic and technical feasibility of
implementing those alternatives, and an implementation schedule
for same.

This was an informational item; no action was required.

MONTHLY REPORTS

Allan Stokes, Division Administrator, Environmental Protection
Division, presented the following item.

The following monthly reports are enclosed with the agenda for
the Commission's information.

1. Rulemaking Status Report

2. Variance Report

3. Hazardous Substance/Emergency Response Report

4. Enforcement Status Report

5. Contested Case Status Report

Members of the department will be present to expand upon these

reports and answer guestions.

(Reports are shown on the following 15 pages)
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IOWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
RULEMAKING STATUS REPORT

January 1, 1991
RULES SUMMARY OF COMMENTS
NOTICE TO} NOTICE | REVIEW & RECOMMENDATIONS | RULES RULES RULE
PROPOSAL COMMISSION |PUBLISHED {COMMITTEE] HEARING TO COMMISSION ADOPTED |PUBLISHED}EFFECTIVE]
1. ch. 61 - Corps of Engineers 7/31/91-
Nationwide Permits &/17/9%  [7710/91 | 8/21/91 | 8/05/91 1721792 *1721/92 | *2/19/92| *3725/92
2. Ch. &1 - Water Quality Stds. s
Big Creek - Mt. Pleasant 1721791 [r2/19/92 | *3/70/92) *3/ /92 *4/20/92 *4/20/92 | *5/13/921 *6/17/92
3. Ch. 61 - Water Quality Stds.
S. skunk River 10/21/91 [11/13/91 | 12/10/91 | 12/03/91 *2/17/92 *2/17/92 | *3718/92| *4722/92
4. Ch. 64 - Stormwater Discharge 1/03/92
Permits 11/18/91 | 12/11/91] 1/06/92] 1/10/92 *2/17/92 *2/17/92 | *3/18/92| *4/22/92
S. Ch. 92 - State Revolving Loans
for Wastewater Treatment *2/17/92 *3/18/92 | *4/06/92 1 *4/ /92 *5/18/92 *5/18/92 | *6/107/92| *7/15/92
6. Ch. 100 & 102 - Permits -
Special and Infectious Wastes 1/21/92 *2/19/92 | *3/10/92} *47 /92 *4/20/92 *6/20/92 | *5/13/92| *6/17/92
7. Ch. 101 - Solid Waste - Schedule
for Comprehensive Plan *2/17/92 [*3/18/92 | *4/06/92 1 *4/ /92 *5/18/92 *5/18/92 | *6/10/92 | *7/15/92
10/22/91
8. Ch. 134 - Registration of 10/23/91
Groundwater Professionals 8/19/91  9718/91 | 10/09/91 | 10724/91 *2/17/92 *2/17/92 | *3/18/92 | *4/22/92
9. Ch. 135 - Technical Standards 10/22/91
for Owners/Operators of USTs- 10/23/N
Site Assessments 8/19/91  ©718/91 | 10/09/91 | 10/24/91 *2/17/92 *2/17/92 | *3/18/92 | *4/22/92
10. Ch. 136 - Financial
Responsibility for USTs - 11/18/91 (12/11/91 | 1/06/92] 1/07/92 *2/17/92 *2/17/92 | *3/18/92 | *4/22/92
Local Governments
11. Ch. 148 - Registry of Hazardous
Waste or Hazardous Substance
Disposat Sites 1721792 P2/17/92 | *3/10/92} *3/ /92 *4/20/92 *4/20/92 | *5713/92 | *6/17/92
MONTHLY VARIANCE REPORT
Month: December, 1991
No. Facility Program Engineer Subject Decision| Date
1.!city of West Chester Wastewater Garden & Associates|Site Separation Approved|{12/17/91
Construction
2.|Clay County Flood Plain County Engineer Freeboard Approved|12/13/91
3. |Anerican §oil Solid Waste American Soil Storage Approved|{12/01/91
Processing Processing
4.|Jackson County Solid Waste Green EnvironmentallLeachate Denied 12/18/91
Landfill Services, Inc.
5.|Squaw Valley Watersupply Clapsaddle-Garber Construction Approved|12/09/91
Subdivision - North- Construction Associates Materials
Story County
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TOPIC:

During

Report of Hazardous Conditions

the period December

1, 1991 through December 31,

1991,

reports of 85 hazardous conditions were forwarded to the Central

Office. Two incidents are highlighted below. A general summary
and count by field office is attached. These do not include
releases from underground storage tanks, which are reported
separately.

Description: Material,

Date Reported
and County

12/02/91
Clinton

12/18/91
Polk

Amount, Date of Incident,
Cause, Location, Impact

High winds damaged an
aboveground storage tank on
12/2/91. Eighteen thousand
gallons of hydrochloric acid
were released into a
deteriorated containment
structure. The material
flowed into a drainage ditch
and then into a fly ash pond
on adjacent property. A
minor fish kill odcurred.

An above ground tank was
overfilled with fuel 0il on
12/18/91. The tank was
located on the roof of a
building. 450 gallons of
fuel o0il pooled on the roof
and spilled into a sump pump
that pumps to the street.

Responsible Party

Vertex Chemical
P.O. Box 3860
St. Louis, MO

U.S. West
92% High Street
Des Moines, IA

Response and
Corrective Actions

The material was
neutralized to a pH of
6 with soda ash. The
company is
investigating more
effective ways to
contain the acid.

The Des Moines
Hazardous Materials
Team responded to the
incident. The material
was diked and pumped
up. The storage tank
was pumped to relieve
pressure in the
system.

NUMBERS IN PARENTHESES REPRESENT REPORTS FOR THE SAME PERIOD IN FISCAL YEAR 1991

Substance Type Mode
Handling
Total # of | Petroleum Agri. Other Chemicals and Highway RR
Month | Incidents Product Chemical | and Substances Storage Pipeline | Incident |Incident Fire ther
Oct 87(112) 52(69) 4(T) 31(36) 42(70) 2(0) 24(25) 2(1) oL 17(15)
Nov. 83(89; 56(38) 3(11) 22(223 44(35) 1(0) 22(15) 0(4) (1) 13(14)
Dec 81(83) 47(61) 7(14) 27(10) 40(37) 2(1) 28(23) 2(1) (L) 8(22)
Jaxn.
Fab
March
april
May
June
July
August
Sept. i
Total Number 0f
Incideats Per Field
Ofiice This Period: 1 2 3 4 5 6
6 16 15 10 15 15

22




REPORTS OF RELEASES FROM UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

During the.period of December 1, 1991 through December 31, 1991,
the following number of releases from underground storage
tanks were identified.

34 (95)
The number in parentheses represents the number of releases

during the same period in Fiscal Year 1990.

NUMBER OF LUST CLEANUPS COMPLETED

During the period of December 1, 1991 through December 31 1991
the following number of LUST cleanups were completed. ! !

23 (498)

The number in parentheses represents the total number &f LusT
cleanups through December 31, 1991.

Enforcement Report Update

The following new enforcement actions were taken last month:

Name, Location and

Field Office Number Program Alleged Violation Action Date
Bill Herweh, Prairie City Underground Closure Investigation [Referred to AG | 11/18/91
) Tank
1owa Mold Tooling Co., Inc. |Hazardous Failure to Notify Crder/Penalty 14722794
Hancock Co. (2) Condition

West Union Country Club, Drinking Water | Monitoring/Reporting- Order/Penalty 12702791
West Union (1) Bacteria, Nitrate

Village Inn, Guttenberg (1) |Drinking Water Moni toring/Reporting- {Order/Penalty 12/02/91
Bacteria, Nitrate

Osk Park Drive-In, Marengo |Drinking Water Moni toring/Reporting~ Order/Penal ty 12/02/91
€6) Nitrate

Procom Corporation, Lamoni |Drinking Water Moni toring/Reporting- {Order/Penalty 12/02/91
(5) Nitrate

Onawa KOA, Onawa (4) Drinking Water | Monitoring/Reporting- |Order 12/02/91
Nitrate; Public Notice

Linden Water Supply (5) Orinking Water | MCL-Other Inorganics; Order/Penalty 12/02/91
Public Notice

Calhoun County Sanitary Solid waste Compliance Schedule Order/Penalty 12/06/91
Landfill, Rockwell City (3) |

Ingham Leke Lutheran Camp, {Drinking Water Moni toring/Reporting- [Order/Penalty 12/06/91
Emmet County (3)

Fayette County Sanitary Solid Waste Compl iance Schedule Order/Penalty 12/06/91
Landfill Commission and
Nishna Sanitary Services,
Fayette County (1)

Village Creek Bible Camp & |Drinking Water | MCL -~ Bacteria; Public|Order/Penalty 12/06/91

Retreat Center, Spirit Notice

Lake (3)

Wiota, City of (4) Drinking Water | MCL - Nitrate; Order/Penal ty 12709791
Public Notice

Willey Water Supply (4) Drinking Water | Monitoring/Reporting-~ Order/Penal ty 12709791
Organics; Public
Notice

Panama Water Works (4) Drinking Water | Monitoring/Reporting- Order/Penal ty 12/709/91
Nitrate; Public Notice

Open Bible Conference Drinking Water | Moni toring/Reporting- lOrder/Penalty 12/09/91

Ground, Ventura (2) Nitrate; Public Notice

Bedford Water Works (4) Drinking Water | Monitoring/Reporting- Order/Penal ty 12709791

Nitrate; Public Notice




R. D. Loften, DVM d/b/a
Loften Veterinary Service,
Osage (2)

John Bruck, Earling (4)
Jamaica, City of (4)
Western Hills Mobile

Estates, Coralville (6)

Holstein, City of (3)

New Virginia, City of (5)

Al’s Corner 0Oil Co.,
Carrolt (4)

Landfill of Des Moines,
Inc., Des Moines (5)

Lloyd Dunton, lowa County
6)

carl A. Burkhart, Perry (5)
Buffato Bilt Estates,
Clinton County (6)

Elvira Elementary School,
Elvira (6)

Clearfield, City of (4)

Manson, City of

Spring Hitls Country Club,
Matlard (3)

Dell 0il Ltd., Sioux City
3)

Northern Trails Area Pre-
School, Clear Lake (2)

Lake Mills, City of (2)
Viola Elementary School,
Viola (1)

Buffalo Creek Country Club,
Winthrop (1)

Catmar Manufacturing Co.,
Catmar (1)

Ames, City of (5)
Cedar Falls, City of (1)

Ronald Venenga d/b/s Center
0il Co., Grundy Center (2)

Blacktop Service Co.,
Humboldt (2)

CRL Components, Inc., Fort
Dodge (2)

Grandview Corners,
Burlington (6)

Sportsman Lounge,
Conesville (6)

Hickory Hollow Water Co.,
Ankeny (5)

M and W Mobile Home Park,
Muscatine (6)

Earlville Municipal Water
Supply (1)

Manning, City of (4)
Breda, City of (4)
New Sharon, City of (5)

Magnolia Water Supply (4)

Rippey Municipal Water

Underground
Tank

Underground
Tank

Drinking Water
prinking Water
Drinking Water
Drinking Water
Hazardous
Condition
Solid Waste
Solid Waste
Air Quality
Solid Waste
Drinking Water

Drinking Water

Drinking Water

Drinki“g Water
Drinking Water

Hazardous
Condition
Drinking Water
Drinking Water
Drinking Water
Orinking Water

Air Quality

Solid Waste
Solid Waste
Hazardous

Condition
Air Quality
Air Quality

Drinking Water

Drinking Water

Drinking Water

Drinking Water

Drinking Water

Drinking Water
Drinking Water
prinking Water

Drinking Water

Drink ng Water

Closure Investigation

Closure Investigation

Construction Without
Permit

MCL - Bacteria; Public
Notice

Moni toring/Reporting-
Nitrate

Certified Operator

Remedial Action

Compliance Schedule;
Other

Ittegal Disposal

Open Burning
Iltegal Disposal

Moni toring/Reporting-
Bacteria; MCL-Bacteria

Moni toring/Reporting-
Nitrate; Public Notice

Moni toring/Reporting-
Nitrate, Organics,
Other Inorganics;
Public Notice

Moni toring/Reporting-
Organics, Radioacti-
vity; Public Notice

Moni toring/Reporting-
Bacteria, Nitrate;
Public Notice

Remedial Action

Moni toring/Reporting-
Synthetic Organics
MCL - Bacteria

Moni tor ing/Reporting~
Bacteria, Nitrate;

Public Notice

Moni toring/Reporting-
Nitrate; Public Notice

Construction Without
Permit

Cover Violations
Compl iance Schedute

Remedial Action

Construction Without
Permit

Construction Without

Monitoring/Reporting-
Synthetic Organics

Moni toring/Reporting~
Bacteria, Nitrate;
Public Notice

Compl iance Schedule;
MCL-Other Inorganics;
Public Notice

Moni toring/Reporting-
Bacteria, Organics;
Public Notice

Moni toring/Reporting-
Bacteria, Organics;
Public Notice

Monitoring/Reporting-
Other Inorganics

Moni toring/Reporting-
Other Inorganics

Monitoring/Reporting-
Other Inorganics

Monitoring/Reporting-
Bacteria, Other
Inorganics

Moni toring/Reporting-
Other Inorganics

Order/Penalty

order

Order/Penalty

Order

Order/Penal ty

Order/Penalty

Referred to AG

Referred to AG

Referred to AG

Referred to AG

Referred to AG

Order/Penalty

Order/Penal ty

Order/Penalty

Order/Penaltty

Order/Penalty
Amended Order-
Rescinded
Order/Penalty
Order/Penal ty
Order/Penalty

Amended Order

Order/Penal ty
Order
Order

Order/Penalty
Order/Penal ty
Amended Order-

Rescinded
Order/Penal ty

Order/Penalty

Order/Penalty

Order/Penalty

Order/Penalty

Order/Penal ty

Order/Penalty

Order/Penalty

Order/Penalty

12/09/91

12/09/91

12/09/91

12/09/91

12710/91

12/10/91
12/16/91

12/16/91

12/16/91

12/16/91

12/16/91

12/20/91

12/20/91

12/20/N

12/20/91

12/20/91

12/20/91

12/20/91

12/20/91

12720/N

12/20/91

12/20/91
12/20/91
12/20/91

12/20/91

12720791

12/724/91

12726/

12724/

12/30/91

12/30/91

12/30/N1

12/30/91

12730731

12/31/91

12/31/91



Summary of Administrative Penalties

The following administrative penalties are due:

NAME/LOCATION PROGRAM AMOUNT

Vern Starling (Boone Co.)

Sleepy Hollow Campground (Oxford)

Waverly Gravel & Ready-Mix Co. (Butler Co.)
Capitol 0il Co. d/b/a Dakota MHP (Iowa City)
Flyway Cafe (Green Island)

Central Baptist Church (Council Bluffs)

John Hosch (Jones County)

Bankston, City of

Farmers Coop Feed Co. (Florenceville)

custom Hardware Manufacturing, Inc. (Keokuk)
Vincent Martinez d/b/a Martinez Sewer (Davenport)
Stacyville, City of

Tom/Ruth Samuelson d/b/a Quality Car Wash (Osceola)
Spring Grove Mobile Home Park (Burlington)
pallas County Christian School (Minburn)

Paper Recovery Corporatfon (Sioux City)

Pleasant Creek Estates Assoc. (Shellsburg)

The Calmar Manufacturing Co., Inc. (Calmar)
Vernus Wunschel d/b/a Wunschel 0il Co. (Ida Grove)
Dilts Trucking, Inc. (Crescent)

Sylvan Acres (Janesville)

North Twin View Heights (Solon)

Beaver Hills Country Club (Cedar Falls)

Koehring Cranes & Excavators, Inc. (Waverly)
Anamosa, City of

Mt. Joy Mobile Home Park (Davenport)

Rutland Water Supply
*Todd D. Behounek and Paul Behounek (Tama County)
Bode, City of

Krause Feedlot (Hardin County)

Town and Country MHP (Fredericksburg)

George Kall (Scott County)

Thunder Hills Home and Utility Assn. (Peosta)
Homestead Colony MHP (Ames)

Hilltop Village MHP (Cherokee)

Hawarden Water Supply

Buffalo Bill Estates, Inc. MHP (Camanche)
Darrell’s Place (Hamlin)

Alton, City of

Lidderdale, City of

Procom Corporation (Lamoni)

Village Inn (Guttenberg)

West Union Country Club (West Union)

Cumberland Ridge First Addition (Solon)

Oak Park Drive-Inn (Marengo)

Linden Water Supply

Open Bible Conference Ground (Ventura)

Bedford Water Works

Willey Water Supply

Wiota, City of

Calhoun Co. Sanitary Landfill (Calhoun Co.)
Ingham Lake Lutheran Camp (Emmet Co.)

Iowa Mold Tooling Co., Inc. (Hancock Co.)

R. D. Loften, DVM (Osage)

Spook Cave, Inc. (McGregor)

New Virginia, City of

Village Creek Bible Council/Retreat (Spirit Lake)
Fayette Co. Sanitary Landfill Commission/Nishna

Sanitary Services, Inc. (Fayette Co.)

Holstein, City of

Blacktop Service Co. (Humboldt)
Clearfield, City of

Lake Mills, City of

Ames, City of

Spring Hills Country Club (Mallard)
Elvira Elementary School (Elvira)

Don Stickle and Sons Favms (Linn County)
Dell 0il Ltd. (Sioux City)

Manson, City of

Viola Elementary School (Viola)
Buffalo Creek Country Club (Winthrop)
Hickory Hollow Water Co. (Ankeny)

M and W Mobile Home Park (Muscatine)
Earlville Municipal Water Supply

CRL Components, Inc. (Ft. Dodge)
Manning, City of

Breda, City of

New Sharon, City of

Magnolia Water Supply

Rippey Municipal Water Supply

Kinley Corporation (Pottawattamie Co.)

SW 800
W 1,000
AQ 1,000
WW 1,000
WS 435
WS 200
WW 1,000
WS 200
uT 300
AQ 1,000
HC 500
WW 200
uT 500
ws 200
WS 200
uT 500
WS 200
AQ 1,000
uT 300
uT 500
WS 200
WS 200
WS 300
AQ 1,000
WS 200
WS 200
WS 500
SW 500
WS 600
WW 500
WS 200
sW 500
WS 200
WS 320
WS 200
WS 400
WS 500
WS 400
WS 200
WS 1,000
WS 200
WS 315
WS 415
WS 200
WS 200
WS 1,000
WS 200
WS 200
ws 200
WS 500
SW 1,000
WS 200
HC 500
uT 300
WS 200
ws 800
WS 500
SW 1,000
WS 140
AQ 1,000
WS 640
ws 400
SW 1,000
WS 200
WS 200
WwW 750
HC 1,000
ws 300
WS 360
WS 200
WS 400
WS 200
WS 200
AQ 1,000
WS 200
WS 200
WS 200
WS 315
ws 200
HC 1,000

DUE DATE

9-15-91
10-24-91
10-27-91
11-03-91
12-19-91
12-24-91
12-24-91
12-25-91
12-28-91
12-30-91

1-01-92

1-06-92

1-07-92

1-07-92

1-07-92

1-08-92

1-08-92

1-08-92

1-12-92

1-12-92

1-13-92

1-13-92

1-13-92

1-13-92

1-14-92

1-15-92

1-22-92

1-15-92

1-22-92

1-23-92

1-23-92

1-23-91

1-23-92

1-25-92

1-25-92

1-25-92

1-25-92

1-27-92

1-29-92

1-29-92

2-04-92

2-35-52

2-05-92

2-05-92

2-05-92

2-11-92

2-11-92

2-11-92

2-11-92

2-11-92

2-11-92

2-11-92

2-12~92

2-12-92

2-13~-92

2-13-92

2-14-92

2~16-92
2-16-92
2-21-92
2-23-91
2-23-92
2-24-92
2-26-92
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The following cases have been referred to the Attorhey General:

NAME/LOCATION

OK Lounge (Marion)

Richard Davis (Albia)

Eagle Wrecking Co. (Pottawattamie Co.)
*Twelve Mile House (Bernard)
*Lawrence Payne (Ottumwa)

William L. Bown (Marshalltown)

Darlo Schaap (Sioux Center)

Wellendorf Trust (Algona)

Donald P. Ervin (Ft. Dodge)

Amoco 0il Company (Des Moines)

Gerald G. Pregler (Dubugque Co.)

Donald R. Null (Clinton Co.)

M & D’s Chalet (Elgin)

Robert and Sally Shelley (Guthrie Center)
Fred Varner (Worth County)

Buffalo Bill Estates, Inc. MHP (Camanche)
Honey Creek Camping Resort (Crescent)

PROGRAM AMOUNT DUE DATE

Fred R. Thomas/Fred R. Thomas, Jr. d/b/a Clair-View

Acres Store (Delhi)
M & W Mobile Home Park (Muscatine)
Carl A. Burkhart d/b/a American Wrecking Co.
Lloyd Dunton (Iowa County)
Buffalo Bill Estates, Inc. (Clinton Co.)
Landfill of Des Moines, Inc. (Des Moines)

Ws

AQ/SW
sw

WS
SW

The following administrative penalties have been appealed:

NAME/LOCATION

AMOCO 0il Co. (Des Moines)

Iowa City Regency MHP

Great Rivers Coop (Atavia)

1lst Iowa State Bank (Albia)

Cloyd Foland (Decatur)

King’s Terrace Mobile Home Court (Ames)
Amoco 0il Co. (West Des Moines)

Stone City Iron & Metal Co. (Anamosa)
Manson Water Supply

Joe Villinger (West Point)

Sioux City, City of

Des Moines, City of

Van Dusen Airport Services (Des Moines)
Maple Crest Motel and MHP (Mason City)
Plymouth County Solid Waste Agency

Chicago & North Western Transportation, et.al.

Joe Eggers, Jr., et. al. (St. Ansgar)
McDowell Dam #1 (Lee County)

McDowell Dam #2 (Lee County)

Camp Riverside (Guthrie County)

Molkenthin Swine Operation (Keokuk County)
Oskaloosa Food Products Corp. (Oskaloosa)
Oskaloosa, City of

Clarke County Sanitary Landfill (Osceola)
Kenneth Bode (Mills Co.)

Mason City Iron and Metal Co. (Mason City)
American Recycling, Inc. (Council Bluffs)
Waterloo, City of

Wally’s Paint Shop (Strawberry Point)

Andrews Prestressed' Concrete (Cerro Gordo Co.)

The River Products Co. (Iowa City)
Westside Park for Mobile Homes (Lee Co.)

Monona Co. SLF/Ronald L. Hanson (Monona Co.)

Highland Golf Club, Inc. (Iowa Falls)

Briggs Woods Park/Hamilton Co. Conservation

Casey’s General Store (Redfield)
Independent 0il Company (Mt. Pleasant)

Don zZimmerman d/b/a Panama Oil Co. (Panama)

Tower Club (Cresco)
Panama Water Works
Robert Dean (Parkersburg)
Jamaica, City of

*On Payment Schedule

PROGRAM AMOUNT

uT
ww
HC
SW
FP
ww
uT
AQ
WS
SW
ww
HC
HC
ws

1,000
1,000
1,000
1,000
800
1,000
1,000
1,000
500
500
1,000
1,000
1,000
350
1,000
1,000
1,000
500
500
500
800
1,000
1,000
1,000
1,000
1,000
1,000
1,000
500
1,000
1,000
500
1,000
500
200
1,000
1,000
500
400
200
500
500

11-01-87
2-28-88
5-07-89
5-20-89
6~19-89

10-01-89
1-14-90
2-12-90
3-05-90
8-15-90
9-02-90
9-06-90
3-02-91
3-04-91
4-11-91
5-14-91
6-13-91

8-04-91
8-~21-91
9-15-91
11-07-91
11-19-91
1-06-92



The following administrative penalties were paid last month:

NAME/LOCATION

PROGRAM AMOUNT

gertiée Municipal Water Supply

ony Creek Homeowners Assoc. #1 (Pacifi

Royal Oaks Court (Spirit Lake) (Pacific Jet.)
Rottler Farms, Inc.; Pooley & Rottler Farms, Inc.

(Butler County)

Rowley Elementary $chool (Independence)

Mathy Construction co.
Washburn Water Company, Inc.

(Sioux City)

(Waterloo)

Ringgold County Hospital (Mt

g X . Ayr
Reggie’s Auto Body & Repair (Postiille)
Joe W. Ringsdorf (Kossuth County)
Carroll Bowl (Carroll)

Cushing, City of

Martin Subdivision (Iowa cit
ginthrgp Water Supply 1Y)

es Moines Co. Bd. of Supv./Sylve

. . t

Fremont Golf Course (Sidney{ o ster Klassen
Iowa 4-H Camping Center (Madrid)
*Merle Adams (Hardin Co.)
Todd D. Behounek and Paul Behounek (Tama Co.)

*On Payment Schedule

WS
ws
ws

Ww

WS
AQ
WS
AQ
AQ
AQ
WS
WS
WS
Ws
AQ

100
357
225

1,000
100
1,000
200
200
100
250
50
200
100
100
400
75
330
500
200

TOTAL $5,487

The $200 penalty assessed Northern Trails Area Preschool (Clear Lake)

has been rescinded.

The $200 penalty assessed Grandview Corners (Grandview) has been

rescinded.

1
The $1,000 penalty assessed Frito-Lay, Inc. (Council Bluffsg) has

been rescinded.

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
ATTORNEY GENERAL REFERRALS

January 1, 1992

Name, Location New or
and Region Number Updated Program Alleged Violation ONR Action Status Date
Referred 12/16/82
EPA suit filed 2/26/87
Y State intervention . 3/05/87
Release of Motion to dismiss granted/denied 2/26/88
Aidex Corporation Hazardous Hazardous Referred to Filed interlocutory appeal 3/11/88
Council 8luffs (4) Updated Waste Substances Attorney General pecision in favor of govt. 4/04/89
Case Management Hearing 11/20/90
Proposed Decree Lodged 11720791
Federal Register Notice 12/03/91
Trial Date 4430792
Al’s Corner 0il Co. New fazardous Remedial Action Order Referred 12/16/91
Carroll (4) Condition
American Meat Protein Corp. Referred to
Lytton (3) Wastewater Pretreatment Attorney General Referred 10721791
American Pelletizing Corp. Emission Referred 2/18/91
Knoxville (5) Updated Air Quality Standards Order Consent Decree ($11,000/Civil) 2/19/91
Ames Gotf & Country Club Op. Violations Referred to
Ames (5) Wastewater gffluent Limits Attorney General Referred 8/19/91
Amoco Oil Company Underground Referred to Referred 8/21/90
Des Moines (5) Tank Remedial Action Attorney General Referred 10/15/90
Suit Filed 9/27/91




DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIOM COMMISSION
ATTORNEY GENERAL REFERRALS

Jarmary 1, 1992

Name, Location New or
and Region Number Updated Program Alteged Violation DNR Action Status Date
Anderson, Nicklos J. d/b/a
Far-Mor Feeder Pigs prohibited
Henry County (6) Wastewater Discharge Order Referred 2/18/91
EY
Archer Daniels Midland Co. Prohibited Referred to Referred 3/18/91
Clinton County (6) Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Amended Petition Filed 10/28/91
Air Quality Emission Stds. Referred 5/20/91
petition Filed 10/04/91
Baker, Mike d/b/a M & Ds Chalet Iliegal Referred 4/15/91
Elgin (1) Updated Solid Waste Disposal Order/Penalty Motion for Judgment 11/25/91
Hearing Date 12/16/91
Consent Decree ($400/Admin.) 12/30/91
Belt Watcher, Inc, Operation Referred to Referred 9/20/89
Poweshiek Co. (5) Updated Wastewater Violations Attorney General Consent Decree 4/23/90
Reactivated 12/23/91
William L. Bown Referred 11/20/89
Marshal Ltown (5) Solid Waste Open Dumping Order/Penalty Petition Filed 3/03/90
Default Judgment 7/27/90
Braun, Jim Prohibited Referred to Referred 10/721/91
Franklin County (2) Updated Wastewater Discharge Attorney General petition Filed 11/26/91
Consent Decree ($5,000/Civil) 12/23/91
Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc. Wastewater Prohibited Referred to Referred 5/21/90
Des Moines (5) Discharge/ Attorney General
Hazardous Failure/Notify
Condition 5
8ruening Rock Products, Inc. Prohibited Referred to
E€ima (1) Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Referred 2718791
Bryant, Robert D.V.M. d/b/a
Cherokee Hog Farms Prohibited Referred to
Aurelia (3) Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Referred 7/15/9N1
guffalo Bitl Estates, Inc. Mtrg/Rprtg-
Camanche (6) drinking Water Nitrate Order/Penalty Referred 6/17/791
Buffalo 8ill Estates, Inc. Mtrg/Rprtng-
Clinton County (6) New Drinking Water MCL - Bacteria Order/Penalty Referred 12/16/91
Build-A-Rama DNR suit Filed 7/27/90
Kossuth County (2) Water Rights Defendant Defense Answer Filed 10/29/90
Motion for Summary Judgment 10710/91
Trial Date 4/07/92
Burkhart, Cart A. Air Quality Open Burning
Perry (5) New Solid Waste fltegal Disp.  Order Referred Referred 12716/91
Cain, Edward and Margaret Referred to Referred 3/18/91
Flood Plain Channel Change Attorney General Petition Filed 8/19/91

Clinton County (6)



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
ATTORNEY GENERAL REFERRALS

January 1, 1992

Name, Location New or
and Region Number Updated Program Alleged Violation DNR Action Status Date
Carney, Don and Gertrude
Ft. Dodge (2) Solid waste itlegal Disp. Order/Penalty Referred 4715791
Y
Carnicle, Roger d/b/a The New Referred to Referred 9/18/90
New Shack Tavern Drinking Water MCL - Bacteria Attorney General Petition Filed 12/31/990
Cedar Rapids (1) Updated Trial Date 12/18/91
Trial Continued
Chalfant, Milo, et.al. Referred 9/20/89
Webster City (2) Updated Solid Waste Illegal Disp. Order/Penalty suit Filed 8/08/90
Trial Date Contirued
petition for Judicial Review 8/19/91
Chicago & Northwestern Hazardous Answer/Motion to Dismiss Parties 8/26/91
Transportation Co. Updated Condition Remedial Action Order Motion Granted 9723791
Order/Change Venue to Hardin Co. 11/21/91
Motion to Consolidate 12731791
Petition for Judicial Review 8/14/91
Blue Chip Enterprises Order Answer/Motion to Dismiss Parties 9/16/91
Motion to Consolidate 12/31/91
Hawkeye Land Company Updated
lowa Falls (2) Order Petition for Judicial Review 9/16/91
Order/Change Venue to Hardin Co. 11/21/91
Motion to Consotidate 12731791
Clinton Pallet Co. Itlegal Referred to Suit Fited 11/09/89
clinton (6) Solid vaste Disposal Attorney General Default Judgment 4 /90
Cooper Referred
Hunter Referred 8/17/88
Cooper, Kenneth/Hunter Qil Site Assessment 2/01/90
Minburn (5) Storage Tank;  Spill Cleanup  Order DNR Review 4/20/90
Remediation Plan 8722790
Cota Industries, Inc. Hazardous
Des Moines (5) Condition Remedial Action Order Referred 4/15/91
Order petition for Judicial Review 4718791
Motion to Dismiss 5/08/91
Order Granting Motion to Dismiss 7/23/91
Notice of Appeal 8/13/91
Country Estates MR Court Mtrg/Rprtg- Referred 4/15/91
Council Bluffs (4) Updated Orinking Water Bacteria Order/Penalty Acmin. Penalty Paid($165) T/17/91
Country Lane Foods, Division of Prohibited Referred to Referred 11/20/90
Yoder, Inc., Kalona (6) Wastewater Discharge Attorney General
Referred 6/22/88
Suit Filed 8/11/88
Open Default Judgement 4/21/89
Unpermi tted Referred to Filed Motion to Deny Default 6/14/89
Davis, Richard & Sonja (5) Solid wWaste Dumping Attorney General Motion Overruled 10/04/89
Jimmy Dean Meat Co., Inc. (5} Wastewater Pretreatment Refarred to Referred 4716790
Attorney General Petition Filed 5/13/91
Trial Date 9729192
9
Osceola, City of (5) Wastewater Prohibited Referred to Referred 4/16/90
Discharge Attorney General Petition Filed 11/30/90
Amended Petition Filed 5/13/91
Trial Date 9/29/92
Denham, Larry Referred to Referred 8/21/90
ottumia (6) Solid Waste Itlegal Disp. Attorney General Petition Filed 11/30/90
Default Judgment 6/10/91
Des Moines, City of (5) Wastewater Operation Referred to Referred 9/18/90
Viotations Attorney General
Drewelow, Harvey
d/b/a Hanson Tires Air Quality Open Burning Referred to Referred 6/19/90
New Hampten (1) Solid waste Illegal Disp. Attorney General Petition Filed 3/13/91
Trial Date 3725/92
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
ATTORNEY GENERAL REFERRALS
Jaruary 1, 1992

4/00

Name, Location New or : )
and Region Number Updated Program Alleged Violation DNR Action Status i Date
Drips, Joseph and Diana Private Sewage Suit Filed 8/06/90
vs. DNR Wastewater Disposat Defending Motion to Dismiss 6/14/91
Order Denying Motion to Dismiss 9/30/91
Answer Filed 16/11/91
Trial Date 2/17/92
Dunton, tloyd .
Towa County (4) New Solid Waste Itlegal Disp.  Order/Penalty Referred 12/16/91
Eagle Wrecking Co. Referred 6/21/89
Pottawattamie Co. (4) Solid Waste Open Dumping Order/Penalty Bankruptey Claim Filed 7/24/89
ey e
Ervin, Don Operation Without Referred 4716790
Webster County (2) Updated Solid Waste pPermit Order/Penalty Motion for Summary Judgment 6/02/90
Hearing Held 7/02/90
Judgment for $1,000 7/13/90
Execution & Crder to Levy 9/28/90
Application to Condemn Funds 11727799
Partial Payment Received ($331) 11/30/90
Permit Referred to Referred 9/16/91
Violations Attorney General Temporary Injunction 9/18/91
Contempt Hearing 12/06/91
Order of Contempt 12/20/91
Motion for Stay 12/26/91
Order Granting Stay 12726/91
First lowa State Bank Petition for Judicial Review 4712791
Albia (2) Solid waste Cpen dumping Order/Penalty Oral Argument 11/04/91
Fred Carlscn Co., Inc. Emission Referred to Referred 2/18/91
Decorah (2) Afr Quality Standards Attorney General Petition Filed 8/706/91
Great Dane Fertilizer, Inc. Prohibited Referred to Referred 9/18/90
Audubon (4) Updated Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Petition Filed 1/02/92
Hancock County and William Underground Referred to Referred 11720/90
Waddingham (2) Tank Remedial Action Attorney General
Herweh, 8ill Underground Closure
Prairie City (5) New Tank Investigation  Order Referred 11/18/91
N -
Honey Creek Camping Resort Mtrg/Rprtg- Referred 8/19/91
Crescent (4) Updated Orinking Water Bacteria Order/Penalty Administratively Closed 12/705/91
Kleindolph, Richard Referred 10/24/89
Muscatine (6) Solid Waste Cpen Dumping Order/Penalty Petition Filed 4/06/90
Default Judgment 8/13/90
Partial Penalty Paid ($300) 9/13/90
takeshore Orive, Inc. et.al. Referred 11720789
Osceola (S) Flood Piain Reconstruction Order petition Filed 2/07/90
Judgment vs. Lakeshore 4/09/90
Landfill of Des Moines, Inc. Compl iance
Des Moines (5) New Solid Waste Schedule;Other Order/Penalty Referred 12/16/91
Larson, Daryl, D.V.M. Prohibited Referred to Referred 11/20/89
Audubon (&) Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Trial Information 3/19/91
Lenox, City of and Effluent Stnds;
Papetti’s of Ilowa, Inc. Wastewater Treatment Order Referred 2/18/91
Agreement
McGinnis, Mike; Alfred Patten; Referred 10/24/89
and Dennis Lewis Referred to Suit Filed 11715/89
Pottawattamie Co. (4) Solid Waste Open Dumping Attorney General Trial Date 5/06/92




DEPARTMENT OF MATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIROKMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
ATTORNEY GENERAL REFERRALS

January 1, 1992

Name, Location New or
and Region Number Updated Program Alleged Violation DNR Action Status Date
McGregor, John W. and Doris Petition for Judicial Review 5/30/91
v. DNR  (4) Wastewater DNR Defendant 401 Certification Answer Filed 6/25/91
Bob McKiniss Excavating & Grading Hazardous ’
v. IDNR Condition ONR Defendant Defense Suit Filed 3/12/91
DNR Motion to Dismiss 5/01/91
Trial Date 4714792
Midwest Envirormental Law Center
v. EPC New Air Quality DNR Defendant Defense Suit Filed 12/03/91
Monfort, Inc. Wastewater Prohibited Referred to Referred 12/11/89
Des Moines (5) Discharge Attorney General Trial Info. Filed (Polk Co.) 7/19/791
Murphy Trust Petition for Judicial Review 8/26/91
Keokuk (6) Updated Site Registry - - - - - Notice of Intent Motion to Dismiss 9/16/91
Oismissed 11715/91
M & W Mobile Home Park Mtrg/Rprtg; Order/Penalty
Muscatine (6) Updated Wastewater Discharge Limits; Referred 9716791
Limits;Operation Motion for Summary Judgment 12/16/91
Violations
New Virginia Sanitary Referred to
District (5) Wastewater Mtrg/Rprtg Attorney General Referred 9716791
Mtrg/Rprtg
MCL-Bacteria Referred to
Orchard, City of (2) Orinking Water Operstion Attorney General Referred 6/17/91
- Violations
Pete’s Sunoco/ Pronibited Referred to
Popejoy Septic Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Referred 6/19/90
West Des Moines (5)
Pregler, Gerald Solid Waste Ittegal QOrder/Penalty Referred 10/15/90
Dubuque County (1) Disposal Petition Filed 5/23/91
Root, William/LAWNKEEPERS prohibited Referred to Referred 7/16/90
Mitchell County (2) Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Trial Information 8/20/91
Schaap, Darlo
Sioux Center (3) Solid Waste {llegal Order/Penalty Referred 2/20/90
Disposal Petition Filed 6/21/90
Trial Date 12/31/91
Schildberg Construction Co. Unauthorized Referred to Referred 8/19/91
Atlantic (4) Updated Flood Plain Levee Attorney General Petition Filed 11/25/91
Hearing/Petition Intervention 12/30/91
Schuttz, Albert and
lowa Iron Uorks Referred to Referred 9/20/89
Ely (1) Solid Waste Open Dumping Attorney General Suit Filed 8/08/90
Sevig, Gordon, et.al. Prohibited Referred to Referred 9/20/89
watford (1) Updated Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Criminal Charges Filed 7/15/90
Dismissed w/o Prejudice 11/08/90
Shetley, Robert and Sally - Referred 4/15/91
Guthrie Center (4) Solid Waste Illegal Order/Penalty Petition Filed 7/18/91
Disposal Trial Date 5719792
Simmons, Art d/b/a Art’s Garage Underground Referred to
Bussey (5) Tank Remedial Action Attorney General Referred

5/20/91

7/



DEPARTMENT Of NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
ATTORNEY GEMERAL REFERRALS
Jarwary 1, 1992

Name, Location New or

and Region Number Updated Program Alleged Violation ONR Action Status Date
Siouxland Quality Referred 2/20/90
Meat Co., Inc. Discharge Referred to Petition Filed 7/02/90
Sioux City (3) Updated Wastewater Limitations Attorney General Consent Decree ($5,000) 10/30/91
Soo Line Railroad Co. Wastewater Prohibited Referred to Referred 7/15/91
Mason City (2) Oischarge Attorney General

Haz. Condition Remedial Action

Stokely USA, iInc. Prohibited Referred to
Ackley (4) New Wastewater Discharge Attorney General Referred 11718791
Sun Hfse Systems Corp. Referred to Referred 10/15/90
Sac City (3) Updated Wastewater Pretreatment Attorney Generat Petition Filed 11727/91

Thomas, Fred R. d/b/a Clair-View

Acres, Delhi (1) Drinking Water Mtrg/Rprtg Order/Penalty Referred 9/16/91
Prohibited
Discharge Referred 6/21789
Touchdown Co., et. al., Underground Faiture to Rpt Referred to petition Filed 2/14/91
Webster City (2) Updated Tank &  Hez. Condition Attorney General Trial Date - 5/12/92
Varner, fred Waste 0il
Worth County (2) Solid Waste Reporting Order/Penalty Referred 5720/91

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
CONTESTED CASES
JANUARY 1, 1992

RE%QI&ED NAME OF CASE ACTION APPEALED PROGRAM  ASSIGNED TO STATUS
1-23-86 Oelwein Soil Service Administrative Order W Landa Hearing continued.
12-03-86 Waukee, City of Administrative Order WS Hansen Amended order issued.
5-12-87 lowa City Regency MHP Aduinistrati‘;g Order W Hansen Hearing held 11-03-87; amended order issued.
8-10-87 Great Rivers Co-op Administrative Order HC Landa Additional sampling resutts received.
1-15-88 First lowa State Bank Administrative order W Kennedy To District Court 4/12/91 for judicial review.
Beaverdate Heights, Woodsman;
2-04-88 Westwood Hills Administrative Order WS Landa Settlement proposed. Counter offer made.
2-05-88 Warren County 8renton Bank Administrative Order utT tanda One of two sites deemed closed.
3-01-88 Cloyd Foland Administrative Order FP Clark pistrict Court dismisses other issues;
Foland appeals to Supreme Court.
7-25-88 Nishna Sanitary Services, Inc. Permit Conditions Sw Landa Dismissed.
8-03-88 Hardin County Permit Conditions W Landa Dismissed.
Worth Co. Co-Op Oil
Northwood Cooperative Elevator
10-20-88 Sunray Refining and Marketing Co. Administrative Order HC Landa Compliance initiated. Assessment report submitted.
1-25-89 Amoco Oil Co. - Des Moines Administrative Order ur Landa Settlement proposed. Clean-up progressing.



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION
CONTESTED CASES

January 1, 1992
DATE
RECEIVED NAME Of CASE ACTION APPEALED PROGRAM  ASSIGNED TO STATUS
Northwestern States Portland
2-10-89 Cement Company Site Registry HW Landa Settlement proposed.
2-10-89 Baier/Mansheim/Moyer Site Registry;, HW Landa Property transferred.
5-01-89  Amoco 0il Co. - West Des Moines Administrative Order ur Landa Compliance initiated.
6-08-89  Shaver Road Investments Site Registry HW Landa Hearing continued. Discovery initiated.
6-08-89  Hawkeye Rubber Mfg. Co. Site Registry HW Landa Hearing continued. Discovery initiated.
6-08-89 Lehigh Portland Cement Co. Site Registry HW Landa Hearing continued. Discovery initiated.
6-12-89  Amana Site Registry HC Landa Negotiating before filing.
Chicago & Northwesten
Transportation Co.
Hawkeye Land Co.
6-22-89  Blue Chip Enterprises Adninistrative Order HC Landa Petition for judicial review of agency action.
Administrative Order
9-01-89  Stone City Iron & Metal Permit Denial AQ Kennedy Testing done August 28, 1991.
Farmers Cooperative Elevator
10-24-89  Association of Sheldon Site Registry HC Landa Negotiation proceeding.
10-24-89  Consumers Cooperative Assoc. Site Registry HC Landa Negotiation proceeding.
11-03-89  Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc. Site Registry HC Landa Hearing continued pending negotiations.
i .
11-17-89  Aten Services, Inc. Administrative Order SW/UT Landa Compliance completed.
12-11-89  Leo Schachtner Permit Issuance &P Clark Hearing set for 1/28/92.
1-04-90  Joe Villinger Administrative Order SW Kennedy Settlement pending.
Northwestern States Portland
1-08-90  Cement Co. Permit Amendment wW Landa Settlement proposed.
4-23-90  sioux City, City of Administrative Order W Hansen Informat meeting held on 5/18/90.
5-08-90 Texaco Inc./Chemplex Co. Site Site Registry HW Landa Settlement proposed.
5-09-90  Square D Company Site Registry HW Landa Settlement proposed.
5-14-90  Van Dusen Airport Services Administrative Order HC Landa Compliance initiated.
5-14-90  Alter Trading Corp. (Council Bluffs) Administrative Order SW Murphy Negotiating before filing.
5-15-90 Des Moines, City of Administrative Order HC Landa Hearing continued, Settlement proposed.
6-20-90 Des Moines, City of NPDES Permit Cond. W Hansen Informal meeting held 6-21-91.
Maple Crest Motel and
6-26-90  Mobile Home Park Administratiwe Order ws Hansen Negotiating settlement. -
7-02-90  Keokuk Savings 8ank and Trust Site Registry W Landa Hearing continued to 1/23/92.
Keokuk Coal Gas Site
7-11-90  Chicago & Northwestern Co.; Administrative Order NR Kennedy New orders issued 12/28/90 rescinding
Steve L. Carroll; Susan €. Carroll; prior orders.
and Tracy A. Carroll
11-20-90 Administrative Order W Kennedy Hearing continued.
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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION

COMTESTED CASES
Jaruary 1, 1992

RE&A}\EIE) NAME OF CASE ACTION APPEALED PRO@M ASSIGNED TO STATUS
7-23-90 18P, inc. Administrative Order W Hansen Response from I8P 10/14/91.
Perry NPDES Permit
7-26-90  Piymouth County SW Agency Administrative Order W Kennedy Settiement pending..
Key City Coal Gas Site; Murphy Decision appealed (Pixler).
7-30-90 Trust & Howard Pixler Site Registry HW tanda Judicial review requested (Murphy Trust);
dismissed 11/15/91.
8-01-90  J.I. Case Company Site Registry HW Landa Settlement proposed.
9-06-90  Wilbur Numelin d/b/a Lakeview
Enterprises; Carl Hankenson Administrative Order ut Landa Proposed decision 9/9/91. Appealed.
9-10-90 18P, inc. Administrative Order
Columbus Junction NPDES Permit W Hansen Briefing sched, established/arguments to EPC 2/92.
9-12-90 Michael & Joyce Haws; i -
George H. Gronau Administrative Order ur Landa Stipulations prepared.
$-20-90 Duane Schwarting Variance Denial SW Kennedy Hearing continued.
10-02-90  James Rhoads; Manatt's, Inc. Administrative Order HC Landa Hearing continued.
10-15-90 Westside General Store Corp. Administrative Order ut Landa Negotiating before filing.
10-18-90  Harlan Pruess Claim HC Landa Hearing continued indefinately.
10-23-90  Chariton Municipal Water
Oepartment Water Use Permit WS Ctark Settlement close.
10-29-90  Arcadian Corporation NPDES Permit Conditions WW Hansen Settlement offer made by Arcadian. DNR responding.
11-15-90  Springwood Enterprises, Inc. Water Use Permit WR Clark Hearing continued.
11-29-90  Natural Gas Pipeline of America NPDES Permit Denisl W _ Hansen Hearing continued to 2/18/92.
12-04-90 United States Gypsum Company Administrative Order sW Kennedy Negotiating before filing.
12-21-90 Des Moines, City of Adninistrative Order ur Landa Settlement proposed.
12-27-90  McAtee Tire Service, Inc. Administrativg Order W Kennedy Hearing continued.
- -
1-07-91  Joe E. Eggers, Jr.; Joe and Administrative Order SW Kennedy Negotiating before filing.
Mary Eggers
1-09-91  lowa Southern Utilities Administrative Order HC Landa Hearing continued.
1-28-91  McDowell Dam #1 & #2 Administrative Order £P Clark Negotiating before filing.
2-22-91  Leon & Rebecca Pierce
Camp Riverside Administrative Order P Clark Hearing continued.
3-08-91 ADM - Cedar Rapids Conditional Permit AQ Landa Hearings begun.
3-21-91  Molkenthin Swine Operation Administrative Order W Murphy Negotiating before filing.
3-22-91 Mitcheltl Bros. Boars and Gilts Administrative Order W Murphy Negotiating before filing.
4-29-91  R.V. Hopkins, Inc. Const. Permit Denial AQ Ltanda Settlement proposed.
5-09-91  Oskaloosa Food Products Corp. Administrative Order - W Hansen- Negotiating before filing.
5-16-91 Oskaloosa, City of Administrative Order i Hansen Negotiating before filing.



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION

CONTESTED CASES
January 1, 1992

;252215@ NAME OF CASE ACTION APPEALED PROGRAM  ASSIGNED TO STATUS
5-16-91 Clarke Co. Sanitary Landfill Administrative Order W Kennedy Hearing set for 2/28/92.
5-20-91 Dad’s Fuel Stop Administrative Order ur Wornson Settled.

2

5-20-91 Great Rivers Coop--Lockridge Site Registry HC Landa Hearing set for 12/10/91.
5-20-91 Mason City Municipal Airport/

Dwyer Aircraft Sales, Inc. Administrative Order ut Wornson Settled.
5-21-91  The Market of Clear Lake, Inc. Administrative Order ur Wornson Settled.
5-31-91  Kenneth Bode Administrative Order SW Kennedy Hearing set for 2/11/92.
5-31-91  Cargill, Inc. Certificate to Construct AQ Ltanda Written direct testimony filed.
7-05-91  Mason City Iron & Metai Co. Administrative Order AQ tanda Sent to DIA.
7-08-91  Ringgold County Hospital Administrative Order AQ tanda Appeal withdrawn. Settled.

Des Moines Independent School

7-15-91  District - North High Schoot Site Registry HC tanda Hearing set for 1/16/92.
7-15-91  Andrews Prestressed Concrete Administrative Order SW Kennedy Negotiating before filing.
7-22-91  Rupp Tire Administrative Order ur Wornson Settiement proposed.
7-24-91  Alter Trading Corp. (Davenport) Administrative Order W Murphy Negotiating before filing.
7-24-91  Clow Valve Co. Const. PermitaDenial AQ Landai Negotiating before filing.
7-26-91  American Recycling, Inc. Administrative Order AQ tanda Negotiating before filing.

Chicago North Western; Demnis

Bell; Phillips Petroleum;
7-27-91  Amoco Oil Co. Administrative Order HC Landa Hearing continued. Comptiance initiated.
8-05-91  Rathburn Area Solid Waste Comm. Permit Conditions SW Kennedy Negotiating before filing.
8-14-91  Williamsburg, City of Administrative Order W Hansen Negotiating tefore filing.
8-23-91  wally’s Paint Shop Administrative Order AQ Landa Hearing continued. Settlement propcsed.
8-23-91  Waterloo, City of Administrative Crder W Hansen Hearing continued.
8-29-91  lowa Southern Utilities Certificate to Construct AQ Landa Written testimony filed.
9-03-91  Chailstrom Beach Administrative Order ys Hansen Hearing set for 3/10/92.
9-04-91 Duane Arnold Energy Cente.r Permit Condition w Hansen Negotiating before filing.
9-09-91 The Rivers Products Company Adninistrative Order AQ tanda Negotiating before filing.
9-13-91  GBE, timited Adninistrativg Order AQ/SW Landa Negotiating before filing.

T

9-16-91  Mononoa Co. SLF Agency Administrative Order SW Kennedy Negotiating before filing.
9-17-91  Westside Park for Mobile Homes Administrative Order Wi Hansen Kegotiating before filing.
9-25-91  Archer Daniels Midland Administrative Order W Landa Negotiating before filing.
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Minutes.

Jarwary 1, 1992
DATE

RECEIVED NAME OF CASE ACTION APPEALED PROGRAM  ASSIGNED TO STATUS

9-27-9i Battle Creek, City of Adninistrative Order WS Hansen Negotiating before filing.

10-02-91 18P, inc. - Storm Lake Permit Conditions w Hansen Negotiating before filing.

10-23-91  Parker Hannifin Corp. Permit Conditions Wi Hansen Negotiating before filing.

10-23-91  Young Radiator Co. Administrative Order W Hansen New case.

10~30-91  West Liberty, City of Permit Conditions W Hansen Negotiating before filing.

11-07-91  Casey’s General Store (Redfield) Administrative Order ur Wornson Informal hearing requested on penalty.

11-14-91  Ossian, Inc. Permit Denial AQ Landa New case.

11-15-91  Highland Golf Club, Inc. Administrative Order ut Hornson Informal hearing requested on penalty.

11-20-91  Hamilton County Conservation Board ) Adninistra:ivg Order WS Clark Negotiating before filing.

. oy —

12-03-91  State Central Bank Administrative Order ur Wornson Settlement proposed.

12-03-91 {ndependent 0it Corporation Administrative Order ut Wornson Order amended.

12-05-91  Scenic Valley Motel Administrative Order ws Clark New case.

12-05-91  Tower Club Adgministrative Order ws Hansen New case.

12-06-91 Panama 0il Company Administrative Order ut Wornson Settlement reached. Amended order issued.

12-09-91  Robert Dean Administrative Order SW Kennedy New case.

12-09-91  Des Moines Co. 8d. of Supervisors Administrative Order AQ Kennedy Settled.

12-09-91  Koehring Cranes and Excavators Administrative Order AQ Landa New case.

12-23-91  Panama Water Works Administrative Order WS Clark New case.

12-24-91 - Jemaica Administrative Order WS Clark New case.

12-31-91  Linden Water Supply Administrative Order WS Hansen New case.

12-31-91  Clow Valve Company Permit Denialv AQ Landa New case.
Mr. Stokes distributed a memo to the Commission, from Mike
Murphy, in regards to Nationwide Permits. He noted that this
memo is in relation to Item #10 but he will hand it out now as

this item will be taken up after lunch.

Mr. Stokes answered a number of questions regarding various items
in the reports.
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Charlotte Mohr expressed concern over the growing 1list of
administrative penalties.

Mr. Stokes explained that most of the facilities have been listed
since December 1991 and are still subject to appeal. There are

only a few that have been listed for some time.

Discussion followed regarding various cases on the referral
report.

This was an informational item; no action was required.

STATE REVOLVING FUND - INTENDED USE PLAN

Allan Stokes, Division Administrator, Environmental Protection
Division, presented the following item.

The department recommends Commission approval of a final State
Revolving Fund Intended Use Plan (IUP) for the State of Iowa,
Fiscal VYear 1992, The attached IUP 1is presented to the
Commission following a public hearing and subsequent
modifications to the plan published as proposed on November 25,
1991. The results of the public participation are addressed in
Section IX of the plan. This IUP was developed according to DNR
rule ©567--92. Changes from the proposed IUP are summarized as
follows:

1. Additional applications were included in the list of proposed
loan recipients due to the availability of funds in the 'SRF
and the receipt of additional applications since the plan was
proposed.

2. The plan is wupdated to reflect EPA's current preliminary
advice of Iowa's allotment of funds for FY 1992,

3. Project information in the plan has been updated to reflect
the latest information regarding schedules and loan needs.

Upon Commission approval, an application for a capitalization
grant will be prepared and submitted to EPA. Anticipating an EPA
grant award in April places the state bond sale for the state
matching funds in May and loan agreements with cities possible in

June.

(Intended Use Plan and Appendix A are shown on the following 13
pages)

E92Jan-47
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III.

S0

INTRODUCTION

The State of Iowa herewith submits its Intended Use Plan (IUP) for all
funds available in the State Revolving Fund (SRF) during Fiscal Year
(FY) 1992. This plan is based on receiving a capitalization grant from
the FY 1992 Title VI funds appropriated by the U.S. Congress for the
Iowa State Revolving Fund. In addition, the FY 1992 SRF will include
the State's required 20% match for this grant. These funds will be
added to the SRF funds provided in FY 1989, 1990, and 1991.

SRF FUNDS

This Intended Use Plan is based upon federal funds expected to be
available for FY 1992 by Congressional appropriation. The Clean Water
Act authorized program funding at $1.2 billion nationally for each of
1989 and 1990, $2.4 billion for FY 1991 and $1.8 billion for FY 1992.
The FY 1992 appropriation was over §1.9 billion. With this
appropriation the FY 1992 Title VI allotment for Iowa is estimated to
be $26.7 million. This Intended Use Plan will project a capitalization
grant of $26,428,842 available to Iowa in FY 1992. Also available in
FY 92 is the balance of Iowa's FY 91 allotment not awarded to the state
in the FY 91 SRF capitalization grant in the amount of $1,201,599. The
20% state match of $5,526,088 and both sources of capitalization grant
funds could provide an addition of $33,156,529 to the SRF for FY 1992.
This plan also projects to use over $2.8 million in funds currently in
the SRF to finance project loans.

LIST OF PROJECTS

The management of the state's revolving fund loan program including the
development of a priority list of projects for loan assistance has been
proposed according to DNR rules 567--92 (455B). With added FY 1992
funds, it is Iowa's intention to make additional funds available to an
FY 1991 project and assist fifteen new projects as well as fund the
administration of the SRF program. There is no intention to fund
(Section 319) nonpoint source projects or (Section 320) estuarine

projects in FY 1992 as permitted by Title VI of the Clean Water Act.

No projects for municipalities which appear on the National Municipal
Policy (NMP) List have been placed on the Loan List for proposed loan
assistance to meet ''first use" requirements of the Clean Water Act.
Projects identified for assistance from FY 1990 and 1991 funds are
shown in Chart 1 Parts 1 and 2.

The total loan needs of all applications submitted by the July 1, 1991
deadline in DNR rules did not exceed the revolving fund that could be
provided by the actual FY 1992 allotment of federal funds. Therefore,
all applications submitted by July 1, 1991 are listed as proposed loan
recipients on Chart 1 Part 3. Applications received after July 1,
1991, through the date of the public hearing on this Intended Use Plan
were also be considered for inclusion on the list of recipients for
FY 1992 1loan assistance. These applicants are listed on Chart 1
Part 3 in priority order following those applications received by July
1, 1991.



Applicants will be offered loan assistance subject to meeting program
requirements.

The state expects to .apply for a capitalization grant and issue bonds
to fund the proposed loan projects and related administrative costs.
Funds alreadly available in the SRF will also be used. .

Based on the environmental reviews that have been conducted on the
proposed Section 212 projects to date, it is not anticipated that any
of these projects will need to undergo development of an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS).

Priority Projects

The Clean Water Act requires that the capitalization grant and the
state match funds are first to be used to assure maintenance of
progress toward compliance with enforceable deadlines, goals and
requirements of the Act, including the municipal compliance deadline.
EPA has determined that this first-usé has been met when all
.municipalities on the NMP list are in compliance, on an enforceable
schedule, have an enforcement action filed, or have a funding
commitment by the end of the “year covered by the IUP. This is a
onetime determination. .

An analysis made of Iowa's NMP municipalities in FY 1989 determined
that all have met one of the above criteria. Therefore, Iowa assures
maintenance of progress toward compliance with enforceable deadlines,
goals, and requirements of the Clean Water Act as expected by Title VI.

To determine which wastewater treatment facility projects should be
funded by the SRF, the FY 1992 Project Priority List (PPL) prepared
under state rule was reviewed, and the highest priority projects
expected to be able to take advantage of SRF funds within the time
frame allowed by state rule IAC 567--92 for FY 1992 were identified
(see Chart 1, Parts 1, 2 and 3). There are sixteen projects identified
for loan assistance for FY 1992, in addition to twenty-four identified
for FY 1990 and 1991 that did not actually receive loan agreements
prior to the start of FY 1992. These projects appear on Chart 1 by
fiscal year in the order of their ranking as described above on the
priority list. No nonpoint source projects (Section 319) or estuarine
projects (Section 320) have been proposed for funding from the SRF.

In the event that projects identified for funding in the IUP do not
attain readiness for a loan commitment by August 31, 1992, these
delayed projects may be bypassed. Other projects may be added to a
contingency list (Chart 2) to be funded based on the state's
implementing rules for the SRF program (see IAC 567-92). Consideration
of the by-pass projects will occur in August of 1992 by the Department
of Natural Resources.
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IV.

This IUP may be amended as allowed by DNR rules and Section VII of this

‘plan. Applications received may total more than what may be available

for Iowa's SRF. Should insufficient funds be available in the SRF to
fund all projects listed in Chart 1, projects will be removed from the
bottom of the list as necessary and placed on the Contingency List.
This will occur following the state's notice of its federal allotment
and the determination of funds available.

Tunds reserved for administration costs of the SRF program are shown in
Chart 1, Part 4. A reserve for water quality management planning as
required by Title VI of the Clean Water Act will be set aside from
Towa's FY 1992 Title VI allotment and granted to the state for this
purpose separately from the SRF. This reserve does not appear in this
IUP and has already been taken into account in projecting Towa's
capitalization grants for FY 1992.

LONG-TERM AND SHORT-TERM GOAL STATEMENTS

A. Long-Term Goals

1. Protect the environment, and public health and welfare by
ensuring state water quality standards are achieved and
maintained; and that waters of the state are not degraded by
improperly or inadequately treated municipal wastewaters, or
nonpoint pollution sources.

2. Establish a perpetual program to provide financial assistance
to communities for the purpose of. constructing facilities to
properly and adequately treat mumnicipal wastewaters, or abate
and control nonpoint pollution sources.

3. Provide a financial assistance program, in the form of loans,
which are competitive with private financing options available
to communities while assuring the perpetual nature of the
program.

4. Allocate financial assistance in a priority manner based upon
water quality impacts of the proposed projects.

B9 |
.

Establish program requirements which are simple,
understandable, applicable to all projects, and to the fullest
extent possible are not burdensome to the recipients of
assistance.

6. Establish mechanisms for funding the on-going administration of
the program once federal funding stops.

B. Short-term Goals (to be implemented in FY 1992)

1. Administer the State Revolving Loan Program consistent with
federal statute, regulation and guidance; and in accordance
with state law and promulgated rules.



2. Commit loan funds to fully fund as many communities. as possible
in accordance with the state priority rating system, this
Intended Use Plan, and available funding in order to assist in
the construction of the highest water quality impact projects,

3. Commit 120% of federal capitalization grant funding available
this federal fiscal year.

4. Provide state funds through bonding in the amount required to
provide the 20% match for available federal allotments in FY

1992.

INFORMATION ON THE SRF ACTIVITIES TO BE SUPPORTED

A.

Allocation of Funds

Allocation of funds to eligible projects was based on a three-step
process: ‘

The amount of financial assistance needed for each application
was estimated;

The sources and spending limits for all FY 1992 SRF funds were
identified; and

The SRF funds were allocated among the projects, consistent
with tlie amount available and the financial assistance needed.

Information pertinent to each SRF project is contained in Chart 1,
pursuant to Section 606(c)(3) of the CWA.

B.

SRF Policies

Loan Interest Rate

The interest rate for all loans made from the SRF in FY 1992 will
be determined in accordance with state rules and based upon the
State's costs for generating required matching funds via bonding
(see IAC 567--92.11). Interest rates for projects identified for
different fiscal years may vary.

Administrative Costs of the SRF

Iowa intends to use SRF funds equivalent to 4% of the Federal

capitalization grant funds to pay the costs of administering the

State Revolving Fund loan program. Based on the estimated

allotment to Jowa from the estimated TFY 1992 Title VI

appropriation, the State could have $1,105,218 available from the

FY 1992 revolving fund for administrative support in managing and

operating the SRF program. The amount shown on Chart 1, Part 4 and -
Chart 3 is based on receiving the maximum capitalization grant. A

commitment of $510,626 from FY 1989 funds, $528,177 from FY 1990

funds, and $1,062,965 from FY 1991 funds has already been made.
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VI.

VII.

sS4

ASSURANCES AND SPECIFIC PROPOSALS

The annual budget for program administration may be less than the
4% allowed by the Clean Water Act for administrative costs. Unused
commitments are reserved for use in future years as necessary.

-

Iowa will provide the necessary assurances and certifications as part
of an Operating Agreement between the State of ITowa and the U.S. EPA.
Iowa's Operating Agreement includes the requirements of the following
sections of the law:

°  602(a) - Environmental Reviews

The State of Towa will conduct environmental reviews as
specified in the Project Review Procedures attached to the
Operating Agreement.

°  602(b)(3) - Binding Commitments »
The State of Iowa will enter into binding commitments for 120%
of each quarterly payment within 1 year of receipt of that
payment. ‘

°  602(b)(4) - Expeditious and Timely Expenditures
The State of Iowa will expend all funds in the SRF in a timely
and expeditious manner.

° 602(b)(5) - First Use for Enforceable Requirements
The State of Jowa will assure maintenance of progress toward
enforceable deadlines, goals and requirements of the CWA,
including the municipal compliance deadline. Maintenance of
progress is defined in EPA guidance for the SRF program.

°  602(b)(6) - Compliance with Title II Requirements
The State of Iowa agrees to meet the specific statutory
requirements for public owned wastewater projects constructed
in whole or in part before FY 1995 with funds directly made
available by Federal capitalization grants.

Towa will meet equivalency requirements using Title II procedures, as
included in the State's Construction Grant Delegation Agreement with
EPA. State rules require that all Section 212 projects funded under
Title VI of the Clean Water Act will meet the Title II requirements
specified in Title VI.

CRITERIA AND METHOD FOR DISTRIBUTION OF TUNDS.

The following approach was used to develop Iowa's proposed distribution
of SRF funds: (1) analysis of the priority of communities applying and
financial assistance needed; (2) identification of the sources and
spending limits of available funds; (3) allocation of funds among
projects; (4) development of a payment schedule which will provide for
making timely binding commitments to the projects selected for SRF
assistance; and (5) development of a disbursement schedule to pay the
project costs as incurred.



VIII.

IX.

A. Priority of Communities and Financial Assistance Needed

Iowa law provides only for loan assistance. The state's SRF rules
jdentify the priority rating system used to establish priorities
for loan assistance.

Projects were considered only for loan financing assistance for
project costs incurred after a loan commitment. Refinancing is not

being considered in FY 1992.

B. Allocation of Funds Among Projects

Once the total amount of funds and spending limits were identified,
Chart 3 was prepared showing the amount needed by quarter to meet

the binding commitment of each project. These amounts were
summarized by quarter and the totals are shown at the bottom of the
columns.

Since it was not necessary to provide loan funding to any project
to meet the federal "first use" requirement, all projects listed in
Chart 1 may be funded from the SRF.

All projects scheduled for funding with Towa's SRF will be reviewed
for consistency with appropriate plans developed under sections
205(3j), 208, 303(e), 319 and 320 of the Clean Water Act, as
amended. Evidence of this review and finding of consistency will
be documented in each SRF project file. Should a project fail to
meet this review criteria it may be bypassed as allowed by State
rules. Chart 2 provides for contingency projects which may be
considered for loan assistance as bypass projects according to
state rules without formal amendment of this intended use plan.
Projects may be added to Chart 2 in priority order as applications
are received.

METHOD OF AMENDMENT OF THE INTENDED USE PLAN

This intended use plan will be followed by the State in administering
SRF funds in FY 1992. Public participation in the development of the
IUP is required by EPA. Any revisions of the goals, policies and
method of distribution of funds, including the list of loan projects,
must be addressed by a revision of the IUP including opportunity for
public participation. Minor adjustments in funding schedules, loan
amounts and use of bypass provisions including funding of projects on
the contingency list are allowed by the procedures of this IUP and
state rules for administration of the SRF without public notification.

PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT

A public meeting was held to allow input into Towa's proposed FY 1992
Intended Use Plan. The announcement appeared in the Des Moines
Register, a newspaper of statewide circulation, on November 25, 1991.
The notice was also mailed directly to approximately 1,600 addresses
including all cities, counties, sanitary districts, consulting
engineers, city engineers, councils of governments area planning
agencies, and groups which might have an interest. A copy of the
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notice is attached (Appendix A). The public hearing was held on
December 16, 1991. Comments were accepted through December 16, 1991.

Six persons attended the hearing. Three oral comments were heard at
the hearing. Ottumwa's city engineer and their consulting engineer
both requested that the city of Ottumwa be considered for the FY 1992
list of loan projects. A loan application was received by the DNR
prior to July 1, 1991, however, had been screened out for placement on
the FY 1992 IUP due to projected timing of project construction. The
city's comment, which was also submitted in writing at the hearing,
requested reconsideration based on a phased program in which the city
could borrow $3.5 million for use in the next two years. The city's
proposal is accepted and it's recommended that Ottumwa be included in
FY 1992 funding for $3.5 million loan assistance.

The consulting engineer for the city of Carlisle, on the city's behalf,
submitted written and oral comments at the hearing. The city 1is
included on the FY 1991 project list approved last year for a loan of
$901,000. Since that time the city's facility plan has been revised
due to the impact of revised state water quality standards on Carlisle
and costs have significantly increased. The city requested
consideration for a supplemental loan of $1.0 million in FY 1992 to
fully fund the project. The department recommends that Carlisle's
request, which was received after July 1, 1991, be added to the project
list according to its priority following the applications that were
received prior to July 1, 1991, according to state rules.

Five additional applications for FY 1992 loan assistance were received
during the notice period and were considered as comments (Graettinger,
$11,100; Oskaloosa, $1,215,000; Grinnell, $1,808,614 and $5,855,100;
and Estherville, $687,878). The department recommends these applicants
be added to the list in Chart 1, Part 3 in their relative order among
applications received after July 1, 1991, with the following exception:
Grinnell's application for 1,808,614 is considered incapable of meeting
program requirements and is already under construction so cannot be
included. Also, in reviewing available OSRF funds and the project
schedule for Grinnell's $5,855,100 application, it is proposed that
this project be segmented and a loan of $4,095,000 included on the
FY 1992 IUP. The balance of the project is listed on the Contingency
list in Chart 2.

The FY 1991 portion of the project list was also revised with the
removal of three projects (New Hampton, Nora Springs and Hawarden) by
request or mutual agreement.

These recommendations maximize use of the SRF according to the goal
statement in Section III B.2 of the IUP. .

The IUP has been submitted to the Environmental Protection Agency for
their review. It will be a part of the state's application for the
FY 1992 capitalization grant.

Since the drafting of the proposed Intended Use Plan, EPA has advised
the state of the actudl national appropriation of funds for the SRF and
their preliminary estimate of the allotment for Iowa for FY 1992.
Thus, references to a final maximum grant are now included.
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’ ‘ / APPENDIX A

STATE OF .
P

TERRY E. BRANSTAD, GOVERNOR i "DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
. . : LARRY J. WILSON, DIRECTOR

. NOTICE TO IOWA MUNICIPALITIES
. INTERESTED IN LOW INTEREST LOANS
FOR WASTEWATER IMPROVEMENTS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING - Proposed Intended Use Plan for the ad-
ministration of a Revolving Loan Fund for wastewater treatment
facilities.

The Iowa Department of Natural Resources (DNR) will hold a public
hearing on December 16, 1991, beginning at 1:00 p.m. in the 5th
floor conference room of the Henry A. Wallace State Office
Building, 900 East Grand, Des Moines, Iowa. Comments are invited
on the proposed State Revolving Fund Intended Use Plan for the
State of Iowa Fiscal Year 1992. :

Written comments will be accepted through December 16, 1991. Oral
comments may be presented at the hearing. Requests for copies of
the Intended Use Plan or written comments may be directed to Wayne
Farrand, Supervisor, Wastewater Permits Section, Iowa Department of
Natural Resources, Henry A. Wallace Building, 900 East Grand, Des
Moines, Iowa 50319 (telephone 515/281-8877).

The Intended Use Plan presents the State’s administration of a
revolving fund for loans to municipalities for wastewater treatment
work construction. It includes a list of eligible applicants to
date for fiscal year 1992 assistance. The plan was developed
pursuant to state rules adopted for this purpose (IAC 567--
92(455B)) . The final Intended Use Plan will be a part of the
State’s appllcatlon for the federal contribution to the revolving
fund. It is anticipated that the Environmental Protection
Commission will act on a final plan at its January, 1992, meetlng.
The proposed list of projects including the loan amounts in the
Intended Use Plan is as follows:

PERRY $894,000.00
CORALVILLE $1,145,000.00
BOONE $7,320,000.00
OSCEOLA $1,681,000.00
DUBUQUE $4,926,000.00
COUNCIL BLUFFS $6,606,150.00
SIGOURNEY $523,500.00
CERRO GORDO COUNTY $1,036,500.00
DENMARK SD $730,000.00
AFTON | $87,000.00
A-1 g7

WALLACE STATE OFFICE BUILDING / DES MOINES, IOWA 50319 / 515-281-5145 / TDD 515-242-5967 / FAX 515-281-8895
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Chart 1: FY 92 Intended Use Plan Project — Specific Information

Chart 1 Part 1: FY 90 Section 212 Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW) Projects

Project. Name Project Discharge Requirements Need Assistant Binding Construction Initiate
Community Served Number BOD TSS Other Categories Amount Commitment Start Operation
_ (51000 Date
Carlisle 192016-01 25 30 I )901 2/92 lz/‘;‘; IDO?“"
LeGrand 192018-01 25 30 I 647 6/91 691 5//9’;3

Part 1 Total: 1,548

Chart 1 Part 2: FY 91 Section 212 Publicly Owned Treatment Works {(POTW) Projects

Project Name Project Discharge Requirements Need Assistant Binding Construction Initiate
Community Served Number BOD TSS Other Categories Amount Commitment Start Operation
($1000) Date Date Date
Preston 192012-02 25 30 1VB,1 225 192 1/92 4/92
Perry 192008-01 25 30 23NH3 I 3990 1291 1281 194
Adel 192009-01 25 30 I 139 1291 1191 5p2
Indianola 192021-01 25 30 | 30NH3 LIVB 1353 1191 352 6/93
Maseon City 192022--01 25 0 1 . 4237, 12m1 2 393
Independence 192017-02 25 30 IVB 3 -1/92 2/92 8/92
Kanawha 192024-01 25 80 I 232 151 5/92 3,2
Marengo 192026-01 25 80 I 360 1191 1151 6/92;-
Des Moines ICA 192001-03 25 30 55NH3 IVB 4908 3/1 3/92 8/92
Ankeny 192030-01 25 30 IVB 925 2P 12/91 P2
Avoca 192031-01 | 25 80 I 415 1191 - 6M2 192
Melcher—Dallas - 192032-01 25 80 IVA,IVB 153 1/92 6/92 /2
Agency ' 192033-01 25 80 I 110 1192 3/2 6/92
Coralville 192034-01 25 30 I 5055 3/92 .38 193
Missouri Valley 192037-01 25 30 IVA,IVB 337 192 3/52 /2
Anita - 19203901 25 30 IVB 225 192 6/92 1292
Stanton ' 192040--01 25 80 I 372 192 ‘ 3/92 1192
Knoxville 192041-01 25 30 VB 1270 2/92 4/92 1192
Clinton 19204201 25 30 I 2964 192 3/92 o183
Farragut 192045-01 25 30 I,IVB 358 2/92 3m2 10/92
Johnston ' 192046-01 25 30 LIVB 2185 192 4/92 12/92
Sheldon _ 192054-01 | 25 30 8.0 NH3 1 292 192 1™ 492

Part2Total: 30,477
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Chart 1 Part 3: FY 92 Section 212 Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW) Projects

Project Name Project Discharge Requirements Need Assistant Binding Construction Initiate
Community Served Number BOD | Tss Other Categories | Amount Commitment Start Operation
($1000) Date Date Date
Penty 19200802 25 30 23NH3 1 333} 692 92 194
Ottumwa 19203402 4 30 LONH3 1t 3500 w92 1092 394
-Coratvitte 192034=02 25— 30 VB 1HS5 GR— 92 493
Boone 192047-01 25 30 L6NH3 i 320 592 ¥ 194
Oscedla 192048-01 25 30 6TNH3 | NIB,IVB 1681 992 4N 494
Dubuque 19204901 25 - 30 B ¢ 4926 92 92 12493
Council Bluffs 19205001 25 30 08 TRC VB 6606 92 /3 12493
Sigouney 192051-01.f{ 25 80 I 53 792 92 393
Cerro Gordo Co. 192052-01 25 30 IVAIVB 1037 92 492 11/93
Denmark S.D. 192044-01 25 30 LIVA 300| 692 192 10/93
Afton 192053-01 25 80 A 87 w2 992 93
Carlisle 192016--02 I 02 692 (24 193
Graettinger 192056-01 25 80 1 41 w2 1092 93
Oskalocsa 192007-01 1 30 29NH3 i 1215 § 992 1192 1193
Grinnell 192057-01 25 30 495# NH3 | L ITIA, [VB 4095 K/i:23 1092 1093
Estherville 19205801 25 30 4.0 NH3 1 688 692 1092 793
Part 3 Total: 34,889
Chart 1 Part 4: Section 603(d)(7) Program Administration
Project Name Project Discharge Re_quiremems Need Assistant Binding Construction Initiate
- Community Served Number BOD TSS Other Categories Amount Commitment Start Openation
‘ ($1000) Date Date Date
PGM - ADM (92) NA NA NA NA 1105 6/91 NA NA
Part 4 Total: 1105
FY GRAND TOTAL: 68,019
Key1o Need Categoriey ’
1 Secoadary Treatment
i Tr more stringent tha dacy
ms Major scwer system rehabilitation
VA New coilectors and appurtenances
v New interceptors aod appurtenances
- v Cocrection of combined sewers
N .
Chart 2: FY 92 Intended Use Plan Contingency Projects — Specific Information
Project Name Project Discharge Requirements Need Assistant Binding Construction Initiate
Community Served | Number | BOD [ TSS Other | Categories | Amount Commitment Start Operation
) ($1000) Date Date Date
Grinriell 19205702 | 25 30 |495# NH3 ma - ©1780 3 192 10/93
1 Secondary Treatment
1 Te moxe stringent than dary
A Infiltration/In{low rehabilitation
uBs Majoc sewer system rehabilitation
VA New coll and app
vB Newi plocs and app
v Correction of combined sewers

£1
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- Chart 3: Loan List — Projected Binding Commitménts by Quarter

BINDING COMMITMENTS

Project Name: Project Prior Fiscal Year 1992 Fiscal Year 1993
Community Serve Number Year {QTR1 |QTR2 | QTR3 |QTR4 | QTR1 |QTR2 | QTR3 | QTR 4
FY90—Section 212 POTW Projects
Carlisle 192016—01 901
LeGrand 192018-01 647
FY91—Section 212 POTW Projects
Preston 192012-02 225
Perry 192008 ~02 3990
Adel 19200901 139
Indianola 19202101 1353
Mason City 192022—-01 4237
Independence 192017-02 372
Kanawha 192024 —01 232
Marengo 192026—-01 360
Des Moines ICA 19200103 4908
Ankeny 19203001 965
Avoca 19203101 415
Melcher—Dallas 192032-01 153
Agency 192033-01 110
Coralville 192034-01 5055
Missouri Valley 192037-01 337
Anita 192039-01 225
Stanton 192040—-01 372
Knoxville 192041-01 1270
Clinton 19204201 2964
Farragut 192045-01 358
Johnston 19204601 2185
Sheldon 192054-01 292
FY91-Section 212 POTW Projects
Perry 192008 —-02 333
Ottumwa 192055—-01 3500
Coralville 192034 -02 1145
Boone 192047-01 7320
Osceola 192048-01 1681
Dubuque 192049-01 4926
Council Bluffs 19205001 6606
Sigouney 192051 ~01 523
Cerro Gordo Co. 19205201 1037
Denmark S.D. 192044—-01 300
Afton 19205301 87
Carlisle 19201602 1022
Graettinger 192056 —01 411
Oskaloosa 19200701 1215
Grinnell 192057-01 4095
Estherville 19205801 688
PGM - ADM (FY89) 510
PGM - ADM (FY90) 528
PGM - ADM (FY91) 1063
PGM — ADM (FY92)
TOTALS 2,101 13,237
CUMULATIVE TOTALS 27,386" 95,445 95,445
FY TOTALS 27,386 68,059 '
REQUIRED BINDING COMMITMENTS 27,386 3,265| 22,734 9,155 22,757 8,399
CUMULATIVE REQUIRED AMOUNT 27,899 | 27,899| 27,899| 31,164| 53,898 63,053| 63,0583| 85810| 94,209
BINDING COMMITMENT PERCENT REQUIRED 125%| 213%| 264% 177%| 151% 151%| 111%| 101%

* Includes previous binding commitments to project loans in FY90 and prior as well as PGM-ADM commitments.

Lo
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Environmental Protection Commission Minutes January 1992

Mr. Stokes gave a brief explanation of the plan.

Motion was made by Margaret Prahl to approve the State
Revolving Fund Intended Use Plan for 1992. Seconded by Nancylee
Siebenmann. Motion carried unanimously.

NOTICE OF INTENDED ACTION--CHAPTER 148, REGISTRY OF HAZARDOUS
WASTE OR HAZARDQOUS SUBSTANCE DISPOSAL SITES

Allan Stokes, Division Administrator, Environmental Protection
Division, presented the following item.

Iowa Code 455B, Division IV, Part 5, is the legislative authority
for placing sites on the Registry. Written procedures have been
developed internally which are used as guidance by the staff for
placing sites on the Registry.

On July 25, 1991, an Administrative Law Judge ruled that the
department's reliance on its procedure manual without following
17A required rulemaking procedures was in error. From this
ruling it appears necessary and appropriate for the department to
develop and implement rules for placing sites on the Registry.

These rules establish the procedures and criteria the department
will use with respect to 1listing sites on the Register of
Hazardous Waste or Hazardous Substance Disposal Sites. Included
are:

* Criteria for selection of site investigations

* Procedures for site investigation prior to listing on the

registry

* Criteria for classifying sites

* Procedures for listing sites

* Reporting Requirements

(Rule is shown on the following 8 1/2 pages)
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION (567)
NOTICE OF INTENDED ACTION

Pursuant to the authority of lowa Code section 455B.412, the Environmental Protection Commission hereby
gives Notice of Intended Action to add new Chapter 148, "Registry of Hazardous Waste or Hazardous
~ Substance Disposal Sites," lowa Administrative Code.

The proposed new rules establish the procedures and criteria the department will use with respect to listing
sites on the Registry of Hazardous Waste or Hazardous Substance Disposal Sites. These rules also set forth
the criteria to be considered by the Department for determining the appropriate site classification.

Any interested person may make written suggestions or comments on the proposed rules on or before
March 28, 1992. Such written materials should be directed to John Vedder, Department of Natural
Resources, 900\East Grand, Des Moines, lowa 50319, FAX 515/281-8895.

Also, there will be a public hearing at which time persons may present their views either orally or in writing.
At the hearing, persons will be asked to give their names and addresses for the record, and to confine their
remarks to the subject of the ruie. The pubiic hearing shaii be heid at the foliowing iocation and time:

March 18, 1992, at 10:00 a.m., Wallace State Office Building, Room 4E, 900 East Grand, Des Moines.

'l"his Chapter is intended to implement lowa Code section 455B.426.

The following new rules are proposed:

CHAPTER 148

REGISTRY OF HAZARDOUS WASTE OR HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE DISPOSAL SITES

567—-148.1(455B) Scope.
148.1(1) These rules establish the procedures and criteria the department will use with respect to listing
sites on the Registry of Hazardous Waste or Hazardous Substance Disposal Sites as required by lowa Code

section 455B.426. These rules apply to the evaluation for listing of known or suspected hazardous waste
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or hazardous substance disposal sites and to changes of the listing of sites on the registry.

148.1(2) These rules shall not limit theldepartment's authorify under Chapter 133 to determine the parties
responsible and cleanup actions necessary to meet the goals of the state pertaining to the protection of the
groundwater. These rules shall not limit the department’s authority to require r;amedial or preventative
action, or to take remedial or preventative action, as necessary to protect the public health, environment,
or quality of life or to otherwise prevent or abate the exposure of the citizéns of the state to hazardous
conditions.

148.1(3) Persons subject to these rules retain all applicable appeal rights provided in lowa Code chapter

455B.

567--148.2(455B) Definitions.

*Action Level* means, for any contaminant, the HAL, if one exists; if there is no HAL, then the NRL, if one
exists; if there is no HAL or NRL, then the MCL. If there is no HAL, NRL, or MCL, an action level may be
established by the department based on current technical literature and recommended guidelines of EPA
and recognized experts, on a case-by-case basis.

*Contaminant” means any chemical, ion, radionuclide, synthetic organic compound, microorganism, waste
or other substance which does not occur naturally or which does occur naturally at a lower concentration,
~and includes all hazardous substances.

*'Disposal” means the discharge, deposit, injection, dumping, spilling, leaking, or placing of a hazardous
waste or hazardous substance into or on land or water so that the hazardous waste or hazardous substance
or a constituent of the hazardous waste or hazardous substance may enter the environment or be emitted
into the air or discharged into any waters, including groundwater.

*Groundwater" means any water of the state as defined in lowa Code section 455B.171 which accurs
beneath the surface of the earth in a saturated geologic formation of rock or soil.

‘HAL® means a lifetime health advisbry level for a contaminant, established by the EPA. Health advisories
represent the concentration of a single contaminant, based on current toxicological information, in drinking

water which is not expected to cause adverse health effects over lifetime exposure.
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*Hazardous Substance' means a hazardous substahqe as defined ih 42 U.S.C. 9601, and any element,
\ compound, mixture, solution, of substance designafed pursuant to 40 C.F.R 302.4.

*Hazardous Waste" means a waste or combination of wastes as defined in lowa Code section 455B.411.

*Hazardous Waste or Hazardous Substance Disposal Site" means real property which has been used for
the disposal of hazardous waste or hazardous substances either illegally or prior to regulation as a
hazardous waste or hazardous substance under lowa Code chapter 455B, Division IV, Part 5 and any
adjoining real property and groundwater affected by the udisposal activity.

*MCL" means the enforceable maximum contaminant level established by the EPA pursuant to the Safe
Drinking Water Act.

*NRL" means the negligible risk level for carcinogens e*_stablished by the EPA, which is an estimate of one

additional cancer case per million people exposed over a lifetime to the contaminant (1 x 10%).

567—148.3(4558) Site Selection for Investigation Criteria.

148.3(1) General requirement. The director shall investigate each known or suspected hazardous waste
or hazardous substance disposal site.

148.3(2) Order of investigatioh. Three priority criteria shall be used to help determine the order of
investigation of potential sites for the registry. Thé criteria are ihtended as general guidance and shall not
be used to limit the department’s selection of sites for investigation or the order of such investigation.

a. 1st Priority. Final or proposed National Priorities List (NPL) sites. These are sites which have received
a Hazardous Ranking System (HRS) score greater than 28.5.

b. 2nd Priority. Sites with documented releases of contaminants to the groundwater above action levels
or which otherwise may pose a significant threat to human health or the environment because of known or
potential disposal activities.

c. 3rd Priority. Sites without documented releases of contaminants to the groundwater above action levels
and which otherwise may not pose a significant threat to human health or the environment because of

known or potential disposal activities.
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567-148 4(4558) Site Investlgatlon for Listing on Regrstry

148. 4(1) Determination of eligibility . The Department shall determine if a site meets the statutory
definition of a hazardous waste or hazardous substance disposal site. A brief written document shall be
prepared which includes a recommended eligibility determination and provides summary information in
support of this rec.ommendation. The purpose of the determination document is limited to providing
guidance for conducting further investigation of the site.

a. File review. The review of site investigation reports and other documents in the department’s files shall
be the primary source of information for making the eligibility determination. The director may also conduct
an on-site investigation in the manner provided by the lowa Code section 455B.416 to help make the
eligibility determination.

b. Documentation of disposal. The determination of hazardous waste or hazardous substance disposal
is supported by the confirmation of disposal of a specific amount of at least one hazardous waste or
hazardous substance. Other evidence may provide adequate support for a positive determination and may
include documentation of waste disposal that is likely to have included a significant amount of at least one
hazardous waste or hazardous substance, or documentation of soil, surface water, or groundwater
contamination and a likely disposai source iocation.

c. Documentation of illegal or unregulated disposal. The determination of disposal either illegally or prior
to regulation as é hazardous waste or hazardous substance is appropriate for confirmed disposal activities
unless the disposal occurred legally at a permitted hazardous waste disposal facility as regulated in
accordance with the Resource Consefvation and Recovery Act (RCRA).

148.4(2) Site information package. A site information package shall be developed to provide an accurate
summary of infbrmation about the site based on the relevant information in the department’s files. The
document is intended to provide sufficient summary information to support adding a site to the registry and
determining a site classification. However, the use of the ’site information package is not intended to prevent
consideration of the more complete file documents or of new information about the site.

a. File review. The review of site investigation reports énd other documents in the department files shall

be the primary source of information for preparing the site information package. The director may also
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conduct an on-site investigation in the manner provided by the lowa Code section 455B.416 to help prepare
the site informatioh package.

b. Contents. The site information packages shall be prepared with a similar format for each site. This
format shall be designed, and modified as appropriate, to insure that adequate information as required by
the lowa Code section 455B.428 for the investigation of sites is included in each doc.ument.

c. Site boundaries. A legal description of the site is required for the registry listing. This boundary
description shall be proposed in the site information package and shall include the area used for disposal
and any adjoining real property and groundwater affected by tﬁe disposal activity. The site description may
include multiple property owners.

d. Toxicity and environmental fate summaries. Information about the characteristics of individual toxic
contaminants shall be contained in an appendix attached to the site information package. This information
shall be developed as separate summary documents for the contaminants found at or known to be disposed
of at the site. These individual summary documents are intended to provide supplemental information about
the toxic characteristics of the most significant contaminants found at the site. Once prepared, these
documents can be updated and reused with other site information packages as appropriate. The toxicity
and environmental fate summaries shall be prepared with a similar format for each contaminant. This format
shall be designed, and modified as appropriate, to insure that adequate information is included in each

document.

567--148.5(455B) Site Classification
138.5(1) General requirement. The Code of lowa section 455B.427(3) requires the director to assess the
relative priority of the need for action at each site to remedy environmental and health problems resulting
from the presence of hazardous wastes or hazardous substances at the sites. Every site must b2 placed
in one of five classifications. However, sites which are reclassified "e" shall be removed from the registry.
148.5(2) Ch‘teria for determining site classification. The criteria described in 148.5(3) to 148.5(7) shall
be used to help determine the appropriate classification or reclassification for sites on the registry. The

department shall propose the recommended site classification after the development of the site information
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package described in 148.4(2).

148.5(3) ‘a” Cauéing or presenting an imminent danger of causing irreversible or irreparable damage
td the public health or environment--immediate action required. The documented release of contaminants
is causing or the imminent threat of release of contaminants is likely to cause one of the following
conditions:

(1) Exposure above groundwater action levels in a drinking water supply used for human or animal
consumption.

(2) Exposure above health guidelines through inhalation, ingestion, or with direct contact with soil or
water.

(3) Exposure resulting in the threat of acute toxic impacts on aquatic life or irreversible impact on the
environment.

148.5(5) ‘b* Significant threat to the environment--action required. ‘The documented release of
contaminants is causing or fhe potential release of contaminants is likely to cause one of the following'
conditions:

(1) Groundwater contamination above groundwater action levels.

(2) The likely possibility of exposure above health guidelines through inhalation, ingestion, or with direct
contact with soil or water.

(3) Exposure resulting in the threat of chronic toxic impacts on aquatic life or significant impact on the
environment.

148.5(5) ‘c" Not a significant threat to the public health or environment--action may be deferred. There
is no documented release of contaminants to groundwater above groundwater action levels and the potential
for release under current site conditions is unlikely to cause a significant threat to the environment.

148.5(6) 'd" Site properly closed--requires continued management. The site has been properly closed
under an EPA or state approved remedial action plan in which the hazardous wastes or hazardous
substances were removed, treated, or contained on-site and one of the following conditions is required:

(1) Continued environmental monitoring to determine the adequacy of the remedial action.

(2) Continued site management to maintain the integrity of the physical closure structures.
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(3) Continued bontrol of site to prevent inappropriate use’ of the property.
148.5(7) 'é' Site properly closed, no evidence of present or potential adverse impact--no further action
'required. The site meets one of the following conditions:

(1) The site has undergone complete cleanup under an EPA or state approved closure plan and no
monitoring, structural maintenance, site access control, or other action is required.

(2) The site has undergone other action which demonstrates ihat no further\ monitoring, structural
maintenance, site access control, or other action is required.

148.5(8) Department of Public Health (DPH) classification recommendation. As required by lowa Code,
section 455B.427(3), the department shall work in cooperation with the DPH in making assessments of the
relative priority classification on matters relating to public health. The department’s proposed classification
and a copy of the site information package shall be submitted with the request for the DPH site classification

recommendation.

567--148.6(455B) Site Listing

148.6(1) Notification to site owner. After receiving and considering the recommended site classification
from the DPH, the department shaii notify the owner of any part of a site to be included in the registry. The
notice shall include the name of the site owner(s), legal description of the site, period of waste disposal (it
known), type of hazardous waste or hazardous substances disposed of or found as contaminants at the site,
and the intended site classification. The notice shall be sent by certified mail to the owner's last known
address thirty days before the site is added to the registry.

148.6(2) Appeal of site listing. During the thirty-day notice period, the owner or operator may appeal for
deletion of the site, modification of the site cléssification, or modification of any information regarding the
site. The site shall not be listed on the registry until a final decision has been made on the appeal in
accordance with the lowa Code section 455B.429.

148.6(3) Recording of site designation. After the site is placed on the registry, the director sﬁall file with
the county recorder a statement disclosing the period of waste disposal and the type of hazardous waste

~ or hazardous substances disposed of or found as contaminants at the site.
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148.6(4) Changes to site listing. Changes to the site boundary or site classification shall not bé made
without notice to the affected property owner(s). Changes in site boundary designations shall be filed with
the county recorder. The director shall also notify ihe county recorder when ,thé site has been reclassified
*e" and has been removed from the registry.

148.6(5) Use and transfer of listed sites.

a. Restriction on /use. Written approval of the director iks required prior to any substantial change in the '
use of a listed site. The written requests shall be considered on the basis of the potential impact to human
health and the environment.

b. Restriction on property transfer. Written approval of the director is required to sell, convey, or transfer
title of a listed site. The written requests shall be considered on the basis of the potential impact on huran
health and the environment.

c. Appeal of director's decisions. Decisions of the director concerning the use or transfer of a listed site
may be appealed in a manner provide in lowa Code section 455B.429.

148.6(6) Financial disclosure. Financial discloser is required of a person liable for site cleanup costs.
The disclosure report is required upon request of the department immediately after the site is listed on the

“registry. A subsequent report is required annuaily on Aprii 15 for the period the site remaihs on the registry.
The report shall consist of documentation of the responsible person’s liabilities and assets, including if filed,

a copy of the annual report submitted to the secretary of state pursuant to the lowa Code chapter 496.

567--148.7 Annual Report.

148.7(1) General requirement. Annually, On January 1, the director shall transmit a report to the general
assembly and governor identifying all sites on the registry. The report shall include all sites that have been
added to the registry through October 30 of the preceding year. Siies that have been reclassified "e" during
the year shall be deleted from subsequent annual reports. A copy of the report shall be sent to the board
of supervisors ofv every county containing a site.

148.7(2) Specific site information requiréments. The report shall include, but is not limited to the following

information for each site:
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a. A general description of the site, including the site location and name, current owner, and the type and
quantity of hazardous waste or hazardous substance disposed of at the site.

b. If known, a summary of significant environmental problems at or ngar the site.

c. If known, a summary of serious health problems in the immediate vicinity of the site and health
problems deemed by the director in cooperation with the DPH to be related to conditions at the site.

d. If occurring, the status of testing, monitoring, or remedial actions in progress or recommended by the
director or other agencies.

e. If occurring, the status of pending legal actions and federal, state, or local permits concernlng.the site.

f. The relative priority classification for remedial action at the site.
g. The proximity of the site to private residences, public bulldings or property, school facilities, places of

work, or other areas where individuais may be regularly present.

Mr. Stokes gave a brief explanation of the rules.

Motion was made by Margaret Prahl to approve Notice of Intended
Action--Chapter 148, Registry of Hazardous Waste or Hazardous
Substance Disposal Sites. Seconded by Rozanne King. Motion
carried unanimously.

Nancylee Siebenmann asked why it took so long to approve the Iowa
City 1landfill cleanup plan. She related that, according to an
article in the Cedar Rapids Gazette, the plan was submitted in
July 1991.

Mr. Stokes stated that there was an old landfill they were using
for a number of years that has documented leachate and documented
groundwater contamination. The city has been trying to get a
permit for a new cell adjacent to the existing site. He noted
that staff has been working with the «city for the last vyear
trying to get all the information that was needed from them. The
final pieces of information were received within the last 30 days
and approval was given on the remedial investigation feasibility
study plan. The permit for the new cell at the new location was
also approved at that time.

Commissioner Siebenmann commented that the article was misleading
because it indicated that the department was saying the delay was
due to budget cutbacks and 1lack of DNR staff to get the work
done.

Mr. Stokes commented that that was the press' characterization,
not that of staff.
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NOTICE OF INTENDED ACTION--CHAPTERS 100 AND 102, PERMITS:
SPECIAL WASTE AUTHORIZATIONS

Allan Stokes, Division Administrator, Environmental Protection
Division, presented the following item.

In 1989 the 1legislature amended 455B and added an "Infectious
Waste" section that included several definitions dealing with
infectious waste. It is proposed that Chapter 100 be amended to
include those definitions as follows: infectious, infectious
waste, contaminated sharps, cultures and stocks of infectious
agents, human blood and blood products, pathological waste, and
contaminated animal carcasses. The chapter will also be expanded
to include (1) a definition of special waste, (2) a change in the
definition of toxic and hazardous waste, and (3) changes in the
paragraph dealing with Special Waste Authorizations.

It 1is ©proposed that Chapter 102 be amended to incorporate
specific waste types and analytical testing requirements into the
special waste category. A new analytical testing requirement |is
proposed for paint related wastes to replace the Total
Extractable Hydrocarbon test currently used. The Total
Hydrocarbon test has been found to be unacceptable for
determining hydrocarbons contained in the waste. The proposed
analytical testing requirement would add nine additional "solvent
like" constituents to the current Toxicity Characteristic
Leaching Procedure.

(Rule is shown on the following 5 1/2 pages)
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ENVIRONMENTAIL PROTECTION COMMISSION (567)
Notice of Intended Action

Pursuant to the authority of Iowa Code section 455B.304, the Environmental
Protection Commission gives Notice of Intended Action to amend 567--Chapter
100 "Scope of Title-Definitions-Forms-Rules of Practice," and Chapter 102
"Permits," Iowa Administrative Code.

The Commission proposes to amend 567--Chapter 100 to adopt definitions of
infectious waste, contaminated sharps, cultures and stocks of infectious
agents, human blood and blood products, pathological waste, and
contaminated animal carcasses. The chapter will also be expanded to include
a definition of special waste. The rules in 567--102 will be amended to
incorporate specific waste types and analytical testing requirements

into the special waste category. A new analytical testing requirement is
being proposed for paint related wastes to replace the Total Extractable
Hydrocarbon test currently used. The Total Extractable Hydrocarbon test
has been found to be unacceptable for determining hydrocarbons contained
in the wastes. The proposed analytical testing requirement would add nine
additional "solvent like" constituents to the current Toxicity
Characteristic Leaching Procedure.

Written comments may be directed to Jim Thayer, DNR, Wallace Building,

Des Moines, Iowa 50319, FAX 515/281-8895 on or before March 28, 1992.
Interested persons may also provide oral comments at a public hearing to be
held March 18, 1992, at 1:00 p.m. in the 4 East Conference Room, Wallace
State Office Building, 900 East Grand, Des Moines, Iowa.

These rules are intended to implement section 455B.304 and 455B.490 of the
Code of Iowa.

These amendments may impact small businesses.

The following amendments are proposed:

ITEM 1. Amend subrule 567--100.2(455B) as follows:

"Toxic and Hazardous Waste" means a waste material, including but not
limited to poisons, pesticides, herbicides, fungicides, insecticides,
aeids; eauties; pathelegieal wastes; flammable or explosive

materials and similar harmful wastes which reguire speeia: handiing and

whieh must be dispesed ef in sueh a manner as te eenserve the envirenment
and preotect the publie health and safetyr because of its

physical, toxicological, or chemical properties is a waste which may not

be disposed of in a sanitarv disposal project. All wastes which are
subject to requlation as "hazardous wastes" under the Resources
Conservation and Recovery Act are "toxic and hazardous wastes".

ITEM 2. Further amend subrule 100.2(455B) by adding the following
definitions:
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"Special Waste" means waste materials including but not limited to non-
hazardous industrial wastes, infectious wastes, and similar potentially
harmful wastes which require special handling and which must be disposed
of in such a manner as to conserve the environment and protect the public
health and safety and may be disposed of in a sanitary landfill in Iowa
if authorized by the Department.

"Infectious" means containing pathogens with sufficient virulence and
quantity so that exposure to an infectious agent by a susceptible host
could result in an infectious disease when the infectious agent is
improperly treated, stored, transplanted, or disposed.

"Infectious waste" means waste, which is infectious, including but not
limited to contaminated sharps, cultures, and stocks of infectious agents,
blood and blood products, pathological waste, and contaminated animal
carcasses from hospitals or research laboratories.

~"Contaminated sharps" means all discarded sharp items derived from patient

care in medical, research, or industrial facilities including glass vials
containing materials defined as infectious, suture needles, hypodermic
needles, scalpel blades, and pasteur pipettes.

"Ccultures and stocks of infectious agents" means specimen cultures
collected from medical and pathological laboratories, intravenous tubing,
cultures and stocks of infectious agents from research and industrial
laboratories, wastes from the production of biological agents, discarded
live and attenuated vaccines, and culture dishes and devices used to
transfer, innoculate or mix cultures.

"Human blood and blood products" means human serum, plasma, other blood
components, bulk blood, or containerized blood in quantities greater than
twenty milliliters.

"pPathological waste" means human tissues'and body parts that are removed
during surgery or autopsy.

"Contaminated animal carcasses" means waste including carcasses, body parts
and bedding of animals that were exposed to infectious agents during
research, production of biologicals, or testing of pharmaceuticals.

ITEM 3. Amend subrule 100.3(2) (455B) as follows:

Industrial sludge and texie and hazardeus waste dispesal instruetions
Special waste disposal instructions. Requests for special waste
authorizations instructions for the disposal of hazardeus er texie
waste special waste

, as required by 102.15(2) shall be submitted to:
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Administrative Suppert Statien
Special Waste Authorizations
_Environmental Protection Division
Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Henry A. Wallace Building

900 East Grand

Des Moines, Iowa 50319-0034

Further amend subrule 100.3(2) (455B) by amending paragraph "a" as follows:

a. Requests shall be made by submitting Form 46 (542-3216) "Request for
Special Waste Authorization" accompanied by supporting data as deemed
necessary by the department. In case of emergency, instructions may

be obtained by telephone by calllng 515/281-8693.%n these Iimited
eireumstaneces when the waste i3 unused eemmereial preduet in the eriginal
eentainer whieh has attached legible labels and there is reasenabie
eertainty that the iabel aeceuratety represents the eentents ef the
eentainer the ewner of this waste need enty submit a Waste Pispesat ef
Commereial Produets Onty; Ferm 47 {542-33%48)+ Special waste
authorization request forms can be obtained by calling 515/281-3426.

ITEM 4. Amend rule 567--102.15(455B) by adding the follow1ng
introductory paragraph:

The goal of the Special Waste Authorization program is to insure
that all wastes are properly disposed of. Toxic and hazardous wastes,
as defined in rule 100.2, shall not be disposed of in a sanitary
disposal project in Iowa.

Further amend subrule 567--102.15(2) (455B) as follows:

102.15(2)Special waste. Industrial siudge and toxie and

hazardeus waste No industrial siudge er texie and hazardeus

waste shall be delivered to nor disposed by a sanitary disposal project
unless explicit instructions are first obtained from the department.

102.15(2)b Prior to the issuance of any such instructions, the. department
may require that a prepesal fer dispesat of sueh waste in eenfermanee

with these rules with supperting data as may be deemed neeessary be
submitted by the eriginater ef such waste for evaluatien by the departments
The prehibition of suech waste shall eentinue in effeet until an acceptabie
precedure for preecessing or dispesal has been develeped and approvedr
analytical testing supporting the characterization of the waste as
non-hazardous. The analytical results must be submitted along with the
"Request for Special Waste Authorization" Form 46 (542-3216). The TCLP
testing requirements may be altered if the department believes there is
sufficient evidence supporting the absence of a constituent or constituents
usually required by the TCLP. Material Safety Data Sheets may be used as
supporting evidence if the waste constituents are clearly listed, The
department reserves the right to refuse any Material Safety Data Sheet
which is not properly and sufficiently prepared.
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102.15(2)c All texie and hazardeus waste or industriat siudge
special waste for which instructions have -
been recelved shall be disposed according to those instructions.
102.15(2)d Wastes may be disposed under a Spe01al Waste Authorizatjon if
the waste is non-hazardous as determined by the following criteria:
1. No TCLP (Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure) constijituents
over the following federally regulated levels:

Arsenic 5.0 mg/1l
Barium 100.0 mg/1
Benzene 0.5 mg/1
Cadmium ‘1.0 mg/1l
Carbon tetrachloride 0.5 mg/1
Chlordane 0.03 mg/1
Chlorobenzene 100.0 mg/1
Chloroform 6.0 mg/1l
Chromium 5.0 mg/1l
o-Cresol 200.0 mg/1
m-Cresol 200.0 mg/1
p-Cresol 200.0 mg/1
Cresol 200.0 mg/1
2,4-D 10.0 mg/1
1,4 Dichlorobenzene 7.5 mg/l
1,2 Dichloroethane 0.5 mg/1l
1,1 Dichloroethylene 0.7 mg/1l
2,4 Dlnltrotoluene 0.13 mg/1
Endrln 0.02 mg/1
Heptachlor (and its hydroxide) 0.008 mg/1
Hexachlorobenzene 0.13 mg/1
Hexachloro-1,3-butadiene 0.5 mg/l
Hexachloroethane 3.0 mg/1
Lead 5.0 mg/1l
Lindane 0.4 mg/l
Mercury 0.2 mg/l
Methoxychlor 10.0 mg/1
Methyl ethyl ketone 200.0 mg/1l
Nitrobenzene 2.0 ng/1
Pentachlorophenol 100.0 mg/1
Pyridine 5.0 mg/1l
Selenium 1.0 mg/1
Silver 5.0 mg/1l
Tetrachloroethylene 0.7 mg/1
Toxaphene 0.5 mg/1
Trichloroethylene 0.5 mg/1
2.4,5-Trichlorophenol 400.0 mg/l
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 2.0 mg/l
2,4,5-TP (Silvex) 1.0 mg/1
Vinyl chloride 0.2 mg/l

Acetone

10.0 mg/1

2. Paint related wastes require TCLP testing of an additional nine
constltuents. The additional nine regulatory limits are as follows:
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Butyl alcohol ' 10.0 mg/1
Ethyl acetate 90.0 mg/1
Ethylbenzene ' 70.0 mg/1
Isobutanol v 30.0 mg/1
Methylene chlorlde ' 0.5 mg/1l

Styrene 20.0 mg/1
Toluene : 100.0 mg/1
Xylene 100.0 mg/1

2. No free llqulds as determined by the Paint Filter Liquids Test
3. pH of solid in 10% solution not less than or equal to 2 or greater
than 12.5
5. Does not meet any of the federal Resource Conservation and Recovery
criteria for listed or characteristic hazardous wastes.
6. The waste is not contaminated by pesticides or herbicides.

ITEM 5. Add the following new paragraphs to 102.15(2) (455B):

e. Specific types of wastes requiring a Special Waste Authorization for
disposal in a sanitary landfill.

1. Industrial sludges: Analytical testing requirements include Toxic
Characteristic Leaching Procedure, Paint Filter Liquids Test, and pH.
If solvents are used in the process which generates the sludge, the
additional TCLP organics are required.

2. Paint, stain, and varnish wastes ( filters, overspray, sludges):
Analytlcal testing requirements include the Paint Filter Liquids Test,
Toxic Characteristic Leaching Procedure, pH, and the additional TCLP
organics. \ .

3. Incinerator ash, fly ash, baghouse dust: Analytical testing
requirements 1nclude the Tox1c Characteristic Leaching Procedure.

4. Wastewater grit and bar screenings: No analytical testing is required.
The grit and bar screenings must be stabilized with lime to a pH of at
least 12 for two hours.

5. Sandblast waste: Analytical testing requirements include Toxic
Characteristic Leaching Procedure, and pH.

6. Filtering media: Analytical testing requirements include Toxic
Characteristic Leaching Procedure, and pH.

7. Sharps: Must be sterilized and disposed of in a rigid container. No
analvtical testing required.

8. Other infectious wastes: Must be sterilized in a bag manufactured

for stability during sterilization. The bag must have a special tape in the
upper 1/3 portion that will have black or dark brown lines running through
showing that sterilization took place after the tape

was applied to the bag.

76



Environmental Protection Commission Minutes January 1992

9. Pharmaceuticals and biological products: Labels listing chemical
compositionh must accompany Form 46. ‘

10. Industrial process waste: (Does not include office waste that could
be characterized as other than process waste). Analytical testing
requirements include Toxic Characteristic Leaching Procedure, pH, and
Paint Filter Liquids Test. T

1l. PCB contaminated wastes: Analytical testing requirements include
PCB content. Wastes having levels of PCB contamination above the federal
maximum contamination levels shall not be authorized for disposal.

12. Pathological wastes and contaminated animal carcasses: Must be
incinerated rendering them non-recognizable. The incinerator ash requires
the Toxic Characteristic Leaching Procedure.

13. Captan treated seed bags: There are no analytical testing reguirements
but special handling is required at the sanitary landfill. Captan treated
seed should be recycled through an ethanol plant. )

14. Pesticide contaminated wastes containing less than 10 ppm total
pesticides.

15. Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbon(PAH) contaminated soil may be
disposed if the Total PAH level is below 500 ppm and the
Total Carcinogenic PAH level is below 100 ppm.

16. Aflatoxin contaminated wastes may be disposed at levels of
500 ppb or lower.

Mr. Stokes pointed out changes made as a result of the
Commission's comments last month.

Motion was made by Charlotte Mohr to approve Notice of Intended

Action--Chapters 100 and 102, Permits: Special Waste
Authorizations. Seconded by Nancylee Siebenmann. Motion carried
unanimously.

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT FOR CHAPTER 135 AMENDMENTS

Allan Stokes, Division Administrator, Environmental Protection
Division, presented the following item.

The department requests adoption of the attached economic impact
statement for the amendments to Chapter 135, "Technical Standards
and Corrective Action Requirements for Owners and Operators of
Underground Storage Tanks," adopted at the August 1991 commission
meeting. The economic impact statement was requested by the
Administrative Rules Review Committee at its October 8, 1991
meeting.
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The economic impact statement notes two changes in the rules that
are expected to cause an economic impact. The first change is
the requirement to install underground storage tanks with
secondary containment at sites contaminated above allowed

corrective action levels. This 1is expected to cause higher
installation costs but 1lower costs when the prevention of
environmental contamination and cleanup are considered. The

second change is the requirement for a site cleanup report, site
risk classification, and corrective action response based on the
risk «classification for contaminated sites. The overall cost of
corrective action 1is expected to be reduced by allowing

monitoring instead of <cleanup at sites considered to have low
environmental risk.

(Statement is shown on the following 4 1/2 pages)
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

COMMISSIONI[567]
ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT

The Iowa Department of Natural Resources gives notice pursuant
to Iowa Code section 17A.4 of issuance of an economic impact

statement relative to amendments to Chapter 135, "Technical
Standards and Corrective Action Requirements for Owners and
Operators of Underground Storage Tanks." The amended rules were

published under Notice of Intended Action in the September 18,
1991, Iowa Administrative Bulletin. The rules were contained in
ARC 2325A.

This economic impact statement has been prepared in response to
a formal request by the Administrative Rules Review Committee at
its October 8, 1991 meeting.

There are two changes in the rules that will have an economic
impact on owners and operators of underground storage tanks. These
are the requirement to install underground storage tanks with
secondary containment at sites contaminated above allowed action
levels and new corrective action requirements based on a site risk
classification as determined in the site cleanup report.

Secondary containment at contaminated sites

The 1991 Iowa Acts, Senate File 362, required replacement or
upgrade of an underground storage tank at a contaminated site above
departmental action levels to be double wall construction or be
equipped with a secondary containment system with monitoring for
leaks in the interstitial space between the primary and secondary
containment structures. An alternative to the above is any other
tank system or methodology approved by the Iowa comprehensive
underground storage tank fund board (UST Fund Board).

Rules have been proposed by the UST Fund Board to allow single
wall tanks with automatic tank gauging as an alternative
installation at contaminated sites that they have designated as not
"environmentally sensitive."

‘It has been estimated that tank upgrading will be done at about
2,400 contaminated tank sites. The UST fund has estimated about
1,800 of these sites will receive benefits.

The UST Fund Board will reimburse a tank owner up to $10,000 per
site for installation of tanks with secondary containment at
contaminated sites. No reimbursement from the fund is available
for the single wall tanks. The actual reimbursement would be
towards the difference in price of installing the double wall
system instead of a single wall system. The cost of installation
for both tank types is about the same.

The economic impact of installing tanks with secondary
containment must be considered from two different aspects. The
installation of secondary containment is more expensive than
installing single wall tanks. However, secondary containment
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prevents environmental contamination from tank leakage and the high
cost of cleanup. ‘ ; _

The typical gas station contains two or three tanks with a
capacity of 8,000 or 10,000 gallons. The cost of a typical single
‘wall 10,000 gallon tank is approximately $6,000 and a double wall
tank approximately $16,000. An 8,000 gallon tank costs
approximately $5,300 for a single wall tank and approximately
$13,000 for a doubled wall tank.

For sites with two and three tanks, the cost difference is
$20,000 and $30,000 more for installing double wall tanks. With
the reimbursement, the cost of the tanks 1is reduced to
approximately $10,000 and $20,000 per site.

For the 1,800 sites receiving reimbursement from the UST fund,
the fund would be contributing $18 million toward the installation
of double wall tanks. The tank owners would contribute an
additional $18 million to $36 million to cover the difference
between single and double wall tanks..

For the estimated 600 sites not eligible for reimbursement from
the UST fund the additional cost of installing double wall tanks
instead of single wall tanks would be $12 million to $18 million.

Underground tank owners will find installing single wall tanks
or relining existing tanks at less "environmentally sensitive"
sites more immediately cost effective. This could greatly reduce
the above cost estimations. ,

' The cost of cleaning up these 2,400 sites at an average cost of
$90,000 is $216 million. If 25% of the sites are considered low
risk, the cost of monitoring these sites and cleaning up the rest
is still approximately $207 million. If these sites would have had
secondary containment no cleanup costs would have been incurred.

The additional cost of installing secondary containment is more
than offset by the reduction in cost of cleaning up future releases
that do not occur as a result of double wall construction.
Contamination of the environment and its unknown costs are also
prevented.

Corrective Action Response

The 1991 Iowa Acts, Senate File 362, requires the owner and/or
operator to submit a site cleanup report once contamination above
the departments action levels is discovered. The report includes
site investigation procedures and findings, site risk assessment,
and corrective action response.

A site assessment and cleanup of contamination was required
prior to these rule changes. A site is now determined high or low
risk based on the site assessment. The new rules base the type of
corrective action response on the risk classification.

A low risk site does not have to be cleaned up but the
contamination has to be monitored for movement and possible high
risk conditions for up to twelve years. A site determined to be
high risk would have to be cleaned up to no risk or low risk
conditions.

-2 -
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The department can not make a good estimation of the actual
economic impact of these rule changes because of many unknowns.
Most of the elements that impact final remedial or monitoring costs
will® not be known until site assessments have been completed.
There are also other items that can influence the overall economic
impact. ’ '

' A site assessment includes determining the  extent of
contamination, the underlying geology and hydrogeology, -natural and
man-made conduits, and apparent contamination movement.

The determination of a high risk site takes into account the
actual or potential for site contamination to affect public or
private water supplies, affect an aquifer serving or with the
potential to serve as a public or private water supply, cause
damage to utility conduits or structures, cause concentration ef
combustible gases above explosive limits, or cause benzene levels
above allowable limits in occupied structures.

A low risk site is a contaminated site that does not meet high
risk conditions. Monitoring at a 1low risk site can include
monitoring for contamination movement in the ground, in
groundwater, and as soil vapor. The actual cost of monitoring will
depend on characteristics of the site and surrounding area, along
with the type of contamination movement that must be considered.

The underlying geology of a site is not homogeneous making the
spread of contamination uneven both in horizontal and vertical
movement. Contamination movement itself can have seasonal changes
such as in direction of groundwater movement in the spring due to
heavy precipitation.

The cost of monitoring at low risk sites is expected to be less
than contamination cleanup. The cost for each site depends on the
number of sampling events each year, if new soil borings are
required at each sampling, the number of groundwater monitoring
wells being sampled, if water samples must be obtained at different
depths within the groundwater aquifer, if soil vapor movement needs
monitoring, and the cost of putting together the monitoring report
that includes the monitoring results compared to high risk
classification factors.

Costs can change for low risk sites that show contamination
movement and become high risk sites that require cleanup. A low
risk site can also become high risk based on activities occurring
off-site on neighboring properties, such as the installation of new
utility lines, buildings, and water supply wells. In contrast, a
high risk site could be remediated to low risk status, reducing
overall costs.

The cost of assessing site contamination and producing the site
cleanup report has been estimated to range from $15,000 to $24,000
with an average of approximately $20,000. This is an increase of
$5,000 to $6,000 from the site assessment performed prior to the
rule change. The Iowa UST Fund provides the first $20,000 of the
cost of a site cleanup report for sites eligible for remedial
benefits, reducing the impact of the increase for most site owners

and operators.
-3-
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The Iowa UST Fund has estimated that monitoring costs at low
risk sites over the twelve year monitoring period will average at
least $18,000. Including the site cleanup report, the total
average cost would be around $38,000.

: The cost of cleaning up contamination can range from $20,000 to
over $1 million. It has been estimated in the past by the Iowa UST
fund that an "average" cost of cleanup was around $90,000 which
included a site assessment. Average total cleanup costs with the
rule change would be roughly $96,000. This could increase with
inflation.

For the site that is now con31dered low risk, the cost savings
under the new rules would be approximately $52, 000. For the high
risk site having to be cleaned up, the cost would increase by the
expected $6,000 of added cost for completing a site cleanup report.
The major economic benefit of these rules will be the reduction of
costs for the Iowa UST Fund since it provides the majority of the
remedial cleanup costs. Owners and operators will see .a benefit
depending on the risk classification of their site and eligibility
for state remedial benefits.

If all of the approximately 3,800 contaminated sites currently
identified were cleaned up, the estimated total cleanup cost would
be $342 million. When the law was being considered by the
legislature, it was estimated that 25% of the sites would become
low risk at a total savings of $80 million. Based on the above
cost estimates, monitoring at low risk sites will reduce total
costs by approximately $32.3 million. Table 1 and Table 2 give a
summary of expected corrective action costs.

The many unknowns that contribute to final overall costs can
greatly change the above estimates. An intangible economic impact
is the loss in property value by adjacent properties caused by
contamination considered to be low risk. Contamination from a low
risk site will not be cleaned up and may impair the potential use
and salability of an adjacent property.

TABLE 1
ESTIMATED CLEANUP COSTS
. - PRIOR TO RULE AMENDMENT ADOPTION

TYPE CORRECTIVE NUMBER AVERAGE ESTIMATED -

OF ACTION OF COST TOTAL COST
SITE SITES
All sites Cleanup 3,800 $ 90,000 $ 342 million

-4 -
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TABLE 2
ESTIMATED CORRECTIVE ACTION COSTS
FOR HIGH AND LOW RISK SITES

TYPE CORRECTIVE NUMBER AVERAGE ESTIMATED
OF ACTION OF COST TOTAL COST

SITE SITES
High Risk Cleanup 2,850 $ 96,000 $ 273.6 million
Low Risk Monitoring 950 $ 38,000 $ 36.1 million
Total 3,800 $ 309.1 million
Estimated overall cost reduction due to rule changes $ 32.3 million

Mr. Stokes gave‘ a detailed explanation of the economic impact
statement and related that if it is approved by the Commission,
the related rules will be brought before the Commission next
month.

Nancylee Siebenmann stated that in the second last paragraph on
Page 1, for clarification purposes, the word "installing" should
be deleted.

Mr. Stokes noted that staff will make the change.

Discussion followed regarding the meaning of an "environmentally
sensitive" site; average site cleanup costs; and other states
costs.

Motion was made by Rozanne King to approve the Economic Impact

Statement for Chapter 135 Amendments. Seconded by Charlotte
Mohr. Motion carried unanimously.

PETITION FOR RULEMAKING - CITY OF MT. PLEASANT

Mike Murphy, Bureau Chief, Legal Services Bureau, presented the
following item.

The "City of Mt. Pleasant has filed the attached Petition for
Rulemaking, requesting 1) that the "A" classification of Big
Creek, to which its wastewater is discharged, be removed, and 2)
that the "B" classifications for Big Creek also be removed. We
recommend that a new Notice of Intended Action, eliminating the
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"A" classification be filed and additional public comment be
taken. This recommendation 1is solely for the purpose of
obtaining additional comments, and is not a recommendation on the
substance of the current rule. We also recommend that the
Petition with respect to the "B" classification be denied. A
proposed response to the Petition, and a proposed Notice of
Intended Action, consistent with these recommendations, are
attached for the Commission's approval.

(Copy of the Petition and corresponding documents are on file in
the department's Records Center)

Mr. Murphy stated that the department feels the "A"
classification should be reopened. He related that, originally,
the "A" <classification was not proposed and it was added as a
result of public comment. The «city would 1like a chance to
receive public comment on both sides, therefore staff would
recommend reopening it through a Notice of Intended Action. He
stated that staff does not propose to reopen the "B"
classification issue as it was fully considered in the
department's major revision of water quality standards in 1990,
as well as in classifying Big Creek in 1991. Mr. Murphy noted
that a representative of the city was going to appear before the
Commission today but they reviewed the staff proposal and are in
agreement with it. A letter from the City to that effect was
distributed to the Commission.

Motion was made by Margaret Prahl to approve the proposed
Notice of Intended Action to consider reclassification of the "A"
designation for Big Creek, and that the petition with respect to
"B" classification be denied. Seconded by Rozanne King. ‘Motion
carried unanimously.

REFERRALS TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Mike Murphy, Bureau Chief, Legal Services Bureau, presented the
following item.

The Director requests the referral of the following to the
Attorney General for appropriate legal action. Litigation
reports have been provided to the Commissioners and are
confidential pursuant to Iowa Code section 22.7(4). The parties
have been informed of this action and may appear to discuss this
matter. If the Commission needs to discuss strategy with counsel
on any matter where the disclosure of matters discussed would be
likely to prejudice or disadvantage its position in 1litigation,
the Commission may go into closed session pursuant to Iowa Code
section 21.5(1)(c).

a. - Amoco Pipeline Co. (Dubugue) - hazardous condition (tabled)
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b. Don Maasdam (Rolfe) - solid waste

c. Vern Starling (Boone Co.) - penalty

d. Capitol 0il Co. d/b/a Dakota MHP (Iowa City) - penalty
e. Flyway Cafe (Green Island) - penalty

Amoco Pipeline Company

Motion was made by Charlotte Mohr to remove the Amoco Pipeline
Company referral from the table. Seconded by Nancylee
Siebenmann. Motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Murphy stated that staff has had a response from Amoco and
they are very close to resolving this matter, so he would ask
that it be tabled again.

Motion was made by Margaret Prahl to table the Amoco Pipeline
Company referral indefinitely. Seconded by Rozanne King. Motion
carried unanimously.

Vern Starling

Mr. Murphy briefed the Commission on the history of this case.
Motion was made by Charlotte Mohr for referral to the Attorney
General. Seconded by Nancylee Siebenmann. Motion carried
unanimously.

Flyway Cafe

Mr. Murphy briefed the Commission on the history of this case.
Motion was made by Nancylee Siebenmann for referral to the

Attorney General's Office. Seconded by Rozanne King. Motion
carried unanimously.

GENERAL DISCUSSION

Charlotte Mohr asked who will be the department's representative
to the Leopold Center when Jim Combs leaves.

Director Wilson responded that Don Paulin will be the
representative to the Leopold Center.
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REFERRALS TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Continued)

Capitol 0Oil Company

Mr. Murphy stated that this matter involves a request for
referral to obtain payment of an administrative penalty and
enforcement of an Administrative Order which required monitoring
reports under their discharge permit. The order also required
information be submitted on an outfall structure and, if
necessary, repair of the structure. Mr. Murphy stated that this
is a mobile home park that is operating a lagoon for waste
treatment and there has never been any monitoring on it.

APPOINTMENT - STEVEN STRAUSS

Steven Strauss, President of Capitol 0il, stated that he missed
the first appeal because he did not know that there was an appeal
process. He noted that the site is the location of a mobile home

park, restaurant and service station complex. He displayed a
topographic engineering study showing the layout of the lagoon
with the influent and effluent pipe. He added that those

structures are in place and pointed out that the lagoon was
originally sized in the event a motel would be erected on the
additional property space. Mr. Strauss told of problems they had
in acquiring a meter to monitor the influent going into the
lagoon. He related that the DNR field office altered their
requirements to allow a water meter on the main well to measure
the amount of water coming into the system. DNR also asked that
a cell test be done to measure the depth of the pond. Mr.
Strauss stated that they acquired a water meter from the city of
Iowa City and he expanded on problems encountered with reading
the meter. He noted that they have solved all of the problems
with the meter and will be in compliance by the first of next
week. He discussed measuring the cell depth of the 1lagoon and
related that they have never had an overflow problem. Mr.
Strauss stated that he knows there is an overflow pipe but cannot
locate it because of the vegetative overgrowth. He stated that
they are now in position to come into compliance and feel that
the lagoon is no threat to the environment.

Nancylee Siebenmann asked Mr. Strauss if he is contesting payment
cf the administrative penalty. :

Mr. Strauss replied that he is not contesting it but he 1is 1in
hope that he will be relieved of that necessity. He added that
this was not a willful thing on his part.

Margaret Prahl asked how long Mr. Strauss has owned the facility.
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Mr. Strauss stated that he has owned it since 1967 and that the
lagoon has never presented a problem for anyone.

Discussion followed regarding repair requirements for the lagoon.

Mr. Murphy stated that a discharge lagoon is supposed to have
valves to control the discharge and there was no way to determine
that there is a functioning valve in the outfall structure.

Nancylee Siebenmann asked if a consent decree could be worked
out.

Mr. Murphy stated that if the monitoring is being done and the
other things are being taken care of, a consent decree could be
worked out. »

Motion was made by Margaret Prahl for referral to the Attorney
General's Office no later than two weeks from today if the
benalty has not been paid or compromised to the satisfaction of
the staff, and the reporting and repair requirements have not
been met. Seconded by Nancylee Siebenmann. Motion carried
unanimously.

Don Maasdam

Mr. Murphy stated that Mr. Maasdam previously asked for an
appointment to address the Commission and he called this morning
and indicated that he may not make it down today. Mr. Murphy
briefed the Commission on the history of this case.

Motion was made by Margaret Prahl for referral to the Attorney
General's Office. Seconded by Nancylee Siebenmann.

Gary Priebe stated that he will abstain from voting due to a
conflict of interest in that he has done business with this
individual.

Motion carried unanimously.
Commissioner Hartsuck arrived at this point in the meeting (2:30

p.m.). Acting Chairperson Yeager turned the chair over to
Commissioner Hartsuck.

FINAL RULE--CHAPTER 61, SECTION 401 CERTIFICATION - CORPS OF
ENGINEERS NATIONWIDE PERMITS

Allan Stokes, Division Administrator, Environmental Protection
Division, presented the following item.

The Corps of Engineers has adopted final requlations which would
modify and reissue their Section 404 nationwide permits. This
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reissuance occurs every five years at which time they ask
individual states to certify, waive, or deny Section 401
Certification on any or all of the more than 35 nationwide
permits. The Corps of Engineers receives, from Iowans, several
hundred applications per year to place dredge or fill material
into 'waters of the nation'. The permit issuance can be
expedited if the applications meet the conditions of one of these
nationwide permits.

Historically, the department has provided 401 Certification for
many of the nationwide permits. However, three were denied; fill
of small wetlands and headwater streams, small fill into any
non-wetland waterbody, and activities by federal agencies where a
finding of no significant effect was made. Since the
certification, waiver or denial of the nationwide permits may
affect many activities in the state, formal rulemaking activities
were deemed appropriate prior to providing formal response to the
Corps of Engineers.

Six public hearings were held to both provide an explanation of
the nationwide permits and receive comments on the denial or
certification - of the permits. Extensive oral and written
comments were received covering many of the aspects of the
nationwide permit program and the role Iowa should follow in the
Section 401 Certification process. The comments are presented in
a Responsiveness Summary.

Two significant modifications to the proposed rules in the NIA
are recommended. The first modification is the Corps'
elimination of the controversial Nationwide Permit No.39 'Farmed
Wetlands'. Therefore, this nationwide permit will not be
addressed in the department rules. The second modification is an
attempt to secure conditional certification for many of the
nationwide permits which were proposed to be denied. The Corps
is attempting to facilitate any state interested in conditional
certification through either their acceptance of the conditions
at the time of final submittal of Iowa's 401 certifications on
January 21, 1992 or through a regional permit to be developed in
the next several months specifically for Iowa. The proposed
conditions for «certification are presented in the draft final
rule.

The commission is requested to approve the final rule and approve
pursuing finalizing, with the Corps, the conditional
certification for the applicable nationwide permits which are
denied.

A copy of the Responsiveness Summary is on file in the
department's Records Center.

(Rule is shown on the following 7 pages)
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DATE : January 17, 1992

TO: Environmental Protection Commission
FROM: Mike Murphy
SUBJECT: Nationwide Permits Rules

The following minor changes should be made in the final rule
adoption on the above subject, based on minor wording or other
changes made by the Corps in their final rules:

1. Preamble, number 6 - add permit 30 in this comment, sinse the
Corps did not adopt this permit.

2. Rule, permit 12 - add the words "and bedding" at the end.
3. Rule, permit 21 - add the word "coal" after "surface".

4. Rule, permit 27 - change the name to "Wetland and riparian
restoration and creation activities."

5. Rule, permit 33 - change the name to "Temporary construction,
access, and dewatering." )

6. Rule, permit 37 - add the words "and reaabilitation" at the
end.

7. Delete reference to permits 29, 30, and 39, since these per-
mits were not adopted. If and when they are, our rules can
be amended.

In addition, we recommend that Permit 14 - Road Crossing be cer-
tified. 1In our Notice of Intended Action we proposed to . certify
this permit, and we had certified it in 1984. In the proposed
final rule we recommended conditional certification, based on
public comments that the covered road projects could have a-lverse
impacts on sensitive areas, particularly wetlands. We have since
received statements from state and county officials regarding the
large number and types of small road projects. We now conclude
that this permit should be certified because:

1. It was previously certified, and the Department is not avare
of any significant adverse effects resulting between 1984 and
now because of this. :

2. The Notice of Intended Action proposed certification.

3. The .conéitional certification would result in thousands of
applications needing to be processed each year.

4. The Corps permit does require that "predischarge notifica-

: tion" be made to it in all such projects impacting wetlands,
and this process will enable the Department to have some in-
put in those instances to help assure no adverse impacts.

9



ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION (567)

Adopted and Final Rule

Pursuant to the authority of Iowa Code sections 455B.105(3) and
455B.173(2), the Environmental Protection Commission amends Chap-
ter 61, "Water Quality Standards." The amendments certify, con-
ditionally certify, or deny certification pursuant to secticn 401
of the federal Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. section 1341} of "na-
tionwide permits" of the the United States Army Corps of Engi-
neers, published in the November 22, 1991 Federal Register, pp.
59134-59147.

Notice of Intended Action was published in IAB Volume XIV, No. 1,
July 10, 1991, pages 15-18, ARC number 2118A. Six public
hearings were held from July 31 through August 5, 1991, and nu-
merous written comments were received on the proposed rule amend-
ments. The following changes were made from the proposed rules:

1. Since many of the nationwide permits for which the department
‘proposed to deny 401 certification will now be conditionally
certified, the introductory paragraph of new paragraph "iv of
subrule 61.2(2) is changed to add a new sentence expiaining
that the person conducting an activity covered by a condi-
tionally certified permit must submit documentation to the
department under the procedures described in the Corps of En-
gineers’ "predischarge notification" regulations, demonstrat-
ing compliance with the conditions for certification. Minor
clarifications are made in the first sentence, referencing
nationwide permits.

2. DPermit 13. The proposed denial of certification of this per-
mit is changed to certify it as to activities specifically
exempt by rule from flood plain permits; to deny certif-
ication only as to bank stabilization activities covered by
this permit on designated protected water bodies; and to con-
ditionally certify all other covered activities if prescribed
materials and slopes are used.

3. Permits 14, 18, 23, and 26. The proposed denials of certif-
ication of permits 18, 23, and 26, and certification of per-
mit 14 are changed to certify them as to activities
specifically exempt by rule from flood plain permits, and ac-
tivities covered by these permits on specified mincr creeks
or drainageways; to conditionally certify them as to activ-
ities covered by these permits in Type 1 or 2 wetlands that
are more than 1/4 mile from specified protected water bodies,
and on most "general use" streams, if mitigation is provided;
and to deny certification in all other instances.

4. Permit 27. Certification is maintained for this permit, and
certification is granted for activities otherwise covered by
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this permit (wetland restoration activities) which are done
under the auspices of Iowa resource agencies.

5. Permit 33. The proposed denial of certification of this per-
mit is changed to deny it only as to designated protected wa-
ter bodies, and to conditionally certify it as to all other
activities covered by this permit if temporary fill material
is removed within 15 days after completion of the con-
struction activity and is placed in an upland non-wetland
site. ‘

6. Permit 39. Since this permit was not adopted by the Corps no
action is taken on this. -

7. Permit 40. The proposed denial of certification of this per-
mit is changed to certify, conditionally certify, and deny
certification in a manner similar to permits 14, 18, 23, and
26. Note that this Corps permit only addresses structures in
previously farmed wetlands, not other water bodies, and
changes in the permit as finally adopted by the Corps would
not allow such activities in "prairie potholes". Thus it
would appear that this permit has limited applicability to
Iowa. However, the department’s conditional certification is
consistent with its other conditional certifications and is
made to cover possible instances of activities covered by
this Corps permit.

This rule is intended to implement Iowa Code chapter 455B, Divi-
sion III, Part 1. '
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Amend subrule 61.2(2) by letterinq the last unnumbered paragraph
as "h" and adding thevfollowing new paragraph:

i. United States Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) nationwide
permits, 33 CFR 330, apply as follows. Where the nationwide per-
mit has been certified, no specific Corps permit or 401 certif-
ication is required unless required by the nationwide permit or
the Corps, and the activity is permitted subject to the terms and
conditions of the nationwide permit. Where the nationwide permit
has been denied certification, a specific permit from the Corps
of Engineers, including specific 401 certification from the
Deparment or waiver thereof, is required, provided that where re-
gional permits have been adopted, the activity is permitted sub-
ject to the terms and conditions of the regional permit. Where
the nationwide permit has been certified with conditions, no spe-
cific Corps permit or 401 certification is required unless re-
quired by the nationwide permit or the Corps, provided that
predischarge documentation of compliance with the conditions
shall be submitted to the Department and the Corps, as provided
in 33 C.F.R. 330, Appendix C, 13(a) (1) - (f).

Permit 3. Maintenance. Certified.

Permit 4. Fish and wildlife harvesting, enhancement, and at-
traction devices and activities. Certified. ‘

Permit 5. Scientific measurement devices. Certified.
Permit 6. Survey activities. Certified.

Permit 7. Outfall structures. Certified.

Permit 12. Utility line backfill. Cerﬁified;

Permit 13. Bank stabilization. Certified as to activities spe-
cifically exempted from flood plain permits as provided in para-
graph "h" of this subrule. Denied as to waters designated in
subrule 61.3(5), paragraph "e" of these rules as a high quality
or high quality resource water body, waters designated as pro-
tected wetlands pursuant to Iowa Code chapter 108, and waters as-
sociated with state-owned property or sovereign lands. Certified
for all other water bodies when the following conditions are met:

1. The stabilizing material consists of native field stone or
quarry run rock, or of broken concrete with all reinforcing metal
cut flush with the concrete and removed from the material, and
the largest flat surface not to exceed four square foot; and

2. The stabilizing material is placed in a manner to achieve a
finished slope not steeper than 1.5 feet horizontal to 1.0 foot
vertical. ' \

Permit 14. Road crossing. Certified as to activities specif-
jcally exempted from flood plain permits as provided in paragraph

wh" of this subrule, and as to creeks or drainageways which are

not delineated as a stream or river on the most recent USGS 7 1/2
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minute. topographic maps or which are not classified as a desig-
nated use stream by subrule 61.3(5), paragraph "e" of these rules
and are devoid of natural meanders remaining in the creek chan-
nel. Typically, this type of water body is a grassy waterway or
very small creek which has been legally straightened. Denied as
to discharges to all other water bodies, with the exception that
certification is conditionally granted for:

1. Creeks or drainageways which are delineated as a stream or
river on the most recent USGS 7 1/2 minute topographic map, and
which are not a designated use stream pursuant to these rules and
which have natural meanders, if mitigation for the lost habitat
is provided; or : -

2. Type 1 or 2 wetlands, as described in "Wetlands of the
United States", Circular No. 39, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, 1971 Edition, which are greater than
1/4 mile from a Type 3-7 wetland, from a protected wetland desig-
nated pursuant to Iowa Code chapter 108, or from any water body
designated by subrule 61.3(5), paragraph "e" of these rules as
high gquality or high quality resource, if in-kind mitigation for
the lost habitat is provided.

Permit 15. U.S. Coast Guard approved bridges. Certified.

Permit 16. Return water from upland contained disposal areas.
Certified.

Permit 17. Hydropower projects. Denied.

Permit 18. Minor discharges. Certified as to activities spe-
cifically exempted from flood plain permits as provided in para-
graph "h" of this subrule, and as to creeks or drainageways which
are not delineated as a stream or river on the most recent USGS 7
1/2 minute topographic maps or which are not classified as a des-
ignated use stream by these rules, and are devoid of natural
meanders remaining in the creek channel. Typically, this type of
water body is a grassy waterway or very small creek which has
been legally straightened. Denied as to discharges to all other
water bodies, with the exception that conditional certification
is granted for:

1. Creeks or drainageways which are delineated as a stream or
river on the most recent USGS 7 1/2 minute topographic maps, and
which are not a designated use stream pursuant to these rules and
have natural meanders, if mitigation is provided for the lost
habitat; or ' o

2. Type 1 or 2 wetlands, as described in "Wetlands of the
United States", Circular No. 39, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, 1971 Edition, which are greater than
1/4 mile from a Type 3-7 wetland, from a protected wetland desig-'
nated pursuant to Iowa Code chapter 108, or from any water body
designated in subrule 61.3(5), paragraph "e" of these rules as
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high quality or high quality‘resource, if in-kind mitigatien is
provided for the lost habitat. ,

Permit 20. O0il spill cleanup. Certified.
Permit 21. Surface mining activities. Certified.
Permit 22. Removal of vessels. Certified.

Permit 23. Approved categorical exclusions. Certified as to
activities specifically exempted from flood plain permits as pro-
vided in paragraph "h" of this subrule  and as to creeks or
drainageways not delineated as a stream or river on the most re-
cent USGS 7 1/2 minute topographic maps, or which are not a des-
ignated use stream pursuant to these rules and are devoid of
natural meanders. Typically, this type of water body is a grassy
waterway or very small creek which has been legally straightened.
Denied as to discharges to all other water bodies, with the ex-
ception that conditional certification is granted for:

1. Creeks or drainageways which are delineated as a stream or
river on the most recent USGS 7 1/2 minute topographic maps, and
which are not a designated use stream pursuant to these rules and
have natural meanders, if mitigation is provided for the lost
habitat; or ’

2. Type 1 or 2 wetlandé, as described in "Wetlands of the
United States", Circular No. 39, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Depatment of the Interior, 1971 Edition, which are greater than

’

'1/4 mile from a Type 3-7 wetland, from a protected wetland desig-

nated pursuant to Iowa Cocde chapter 108, or from any water body
designated in subrule 61.3(5), paragraph "e" of these rules as
high quality or high quality resource, if in-kind mitigation is
provided for the lost habitat.

Permit 25. Structural discharge. Certified.

Permit 26. Headwaters and isolated waters discharges. Certi-
fied as to activities specifically exempted from flood plain per-
mits as provided in paragraph "h" of this subrule, and as to
creeks or drainageways which are not delineated as a stream or
river on the most recent USGS 7 1/2 minute topographic maps, or
which are not a designated use stream pursuant to these rules and
are devoid of natural meanders. Typically, this type of water
body is a grassy waterway or very small creek which has been le-
gally straightened. Denied as to discharges to all other water

bodies, with the exception that conditional certification is
granted for: '

1. Creeks or drainageways which are delineated as a stream or
river on the most recent USGS 7 1/2 minute topographic maps, and
which are not a designated use stream pursuant to these rules and’
have natural meanders, if mitigation is provided for the lost
habitat; or i
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2. Type 1 or 2 wetlands, as described in "Wetlands of the
United States", Circular No. 39, U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Depatment of the Interior, 1971 Edition, which are greater than
1/4 mile from a Type 3-7 wetland, from a protected wetland desig-
nated pursuant to Iowa Code chapter 108, or from any water body
designated in ‘subrule 61.3(5)/ paragraph "e" of these rules as
high quality or high quality resource, if in-kind mitigation is
provided for the lost habitat.

Permit 27. Wetland restoration activities. Certified. In ad-
dition, such activities conducted by or contracted through state
resource agencies are certified, - provided that the activities
meet the other conditions for this nationwide permit.

Permit 29. (Reserved).
Permit 30. Dewatering construction sites. Certified.
Permit 32. Completed enforcement actions. Certified.

Permit 33. Temporary construction and access. Denied as to wa-
ters designated in subrule 61.3(5), paragraph "e" as high qual-
ity, high quality resource, or any of the "B" classifications,
waters designated as protected wetlands pursuant to Iowa Code
chapter 108, and waters associated with state-owned property or
sovereign lands. Conditionally certified as to all other waters,
provided that the fill material is removed within 15 days follow-

ing the completion of the construction activity and placed in an
upland non-wetland site. .

Permit 34. Cranberry production activities. Certified.
Permit 36. Boat ramps. Certified.

Permit 37. Emergency watershed protection. Certified.
Perhit 38. Cleanup of hazardous and toxic waste. Certified.
Permit 39. Agricultural discharges. Reserved.

Permit 40. Farm buildings. Certified as to activities specif-
ically exempt from flood plain permit requirements, as specified
in paragraph "h" of this subrule. Denied as to discharges to all
other waters, with the exception that conditional certification
is granted for Type 1 or 2 wetlands, as described in "Wetlands of
the United States", Circular No. 39, U. S. Fish and wWildlife Ser-
vice, Department of the Interior, 1971 Edition, which are greater
than 1/4 mile from a Type 3-7 wetland, from a protected wetland
designated pursuant to Iowa Code chapter 108, or from any water
body designated in subrule 61.3(5), paragraph "e" as high quality
or high quality resource, if in-kind mitigation is provided for
the lost habitat. . '

75



January 1992 Environmental Protection Commission Minutes

APPOINTMENT - DON ETLER

Don Etler, Consulting Engineering, Emmetsburg, distributed a
summary of his arguments along with copies of Chapter 455B.105(3)
and a letter from Mike Sauer, No. Dakota Division of Water
Quality. Mr. Etler presented background on the department's
denial of certifcation for several individual's permits,
- including Nationwide Permit #26. He related that if one of these
applicants had lived two miles North (in Minnesota) he would not
even have had to apply for a permit. Mr. Etler stated that DNR
has done extensive wetland disturbance below Grover's Lake
without securing a 404 permit. He noted that he and Jerry Jones
petitioned the DNR last spring to submit the decision on
recertification of the nationwide permits to rulemaking. He
related that the proposed rules are stricter than what has been
the policy of the DNR in the last few years. Mr. Etler outlined
the following six arguments against the DNR staff recommendations
and expanded on each of them:

1. Iowa law, Sec.455B.105(3), says DNR rules implementing
federal environmental programs are to be no more strict than
required by the federal government unless an explanation is

published and a cost analysis 1is completed. DNR denial of
permits already approved by both the EPA and Corps is more strict
than required. No explanation or cost analysis has been

forthcoming.

2. The proposed rules would require wetland replacement in all
caseg. Even for farmed wetlands. This "no net loss" policy goes
far beyond Iowa law which protects only Type 3 .or wetter wetlands
larger than two acres located outside of drainage districts. The
DNR rule would effectively legislate a "no net loss" law in Iowa
for all wetland types including farmed wetlands.

3. Denial of NWP#26 and other permits will require the DNR to
review far more permits than are necessary. This costs money and
staff time both of which the state can ill afford. The public
will also expend funds to make the needless applications to the
state.

4. It will slow down the permit process for other projects
adding one additional drag to Iowa's economy especially harming
small businesses and farmers.

5. Permit denials or expensive mitigation requirements for these
minor activities violate an owner's constitutional rights and may
result 1in several taking judgements against the DNR - another
cost the state cannot afford.

6. The public will not stand for this nitpicking infringement on
their basic rights! The public believes that certain minor
activities ought to be permitted without involving the
government. It only makes sense.

EG2Jan-96



Environmental Protection Commission Minutes January 1992

Mr. Etler went on to explain the North Dakota policy on
nationwide permits. He urged the Commission to take no action as
this will allow the nationwide permits to take effect in Iowa.

Discussion followed regarding requirements for mitigation and the
one acre limitation; the effect this rule would have on drainage
districts; the definition of a wetland; costs to comply with the
requirements of 401 permits; and what in-kind mitigation is.

Mr. Stokes stated that he would like to call attention to the
eratta sheet he distributed to the Commission earlier in the day.
He noted that there were no changes in substantive issues with
the exception that staff will be asking the Commission to grant
the waiver for Permit #14. He related that staff had previously
proposed to certify that permit. Additionally, this will address
the issue raised by DOT regarding the small culverts going across
roads. Mr. Stokes stated that the big issue is Nationwide Permit
#26 and explained why the proposed rules are not more stringent
than federal regulations. He noted that, since 1984, things have
been the way they are today, and the workload is not going to
change under the staff proposal to grant the blanket waiver for
Permit #14. Mr. Stokes <covered the following options the
Commission could take: 1) approve the package as presented with
the modification to grant the waiver for Permit #14; 2) grant the
waiver on all of the permits; 3) do nothing. He noted that if
the Commission chooses option #3 and takes no action, the COE
will consider that to be granting a blanket waiver and the
Commission cannot take it back. If the Commission does something
affirmative, they can later go back and grant a blanket waiver
for some types of issues.

Mr. Murphy stated that in June 1991, the Commission approved a
Notice of Intended Action regarding the state's position on
certification or denial of certification of the proposed COE
Nationwide Permits for 404 dredge and fill. 1In that Notice, the
department proposed to certify 20 of the proposed nationwide
permits and deny 7 of them. The effect of certification is to
give blanket approval of the specified activities on Iowa waters
and it would put Iowa out of the 1loop as far as any permit
review. Denial has the effect of keeping Iowa in that loop. Mr.
Murphy stated that the Natural Resource Commission and many
environmental groups supported the concept of case-by-case
review. He noted that the department is proposing to certify 18
nationwide permits, deny one, and conditionally certify six. He
related that the department's recommendation is an attempt to
move toward common ground on these issues. Mr. Murphy
~distributed a summary of neighboring states proposed Section 401
certification of the COE permits. He noted that Missouri is the
only one certifying all of the permits. Iowa is taking less than
full certification on seven of them.
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Discussion followed regarding staff workload remaining as it is;
SCSs wetland identification and wetland inventory; repair of
drainage ditches and how it ties into pernmit regulations.

Chairperson Hartsuck asked if this rule would cause a landowner
to stop present, legal drainage practices.

Mr. Murphy stated that it does not prevent them from cleaning or
maintaining their systems, provided it does not involve £ill
activities,

Clark Yeager commented about the time that has been spent on this
issue noting that the hearings were completed in August and now
the Commission is asked to vote on it on the last day of the
comment period.

Mr. Murphy explained that staff had to wait for the COE to adopt
their nationwide permit rules. The COE rules were published on
November 22, and with all of the holidays there was not enough
time to get the rules to the Commission in December. If the
deadline had been earlier than today, the Commission would have
had to hold an emergency meeting. He reiterated that if the
Commission adopts the rules today it will give them the ability
to improve on them at a later date, but if an action is taken to
certify all of the permits it would close the book for five
years.

Discussion followed regarding the definition of a wetland.

Clark VYeager asked who 1is correct if an individual does not
consider his property to be a wetland but the department does.

Mr. Murphy stated that it would initially be evaluated by the COE
to determine if it is a wetland.

Commissioner Yeager commented that if person has an area less
than an acre where it was wet and planted around for several
years, then it dries up the next year and he adds dirt so he can
farm it, it would require review under these rules.

Mr. Stokes stated that the definition of a wetland has not
changed; if it still has the kind of vegetative, hydrologic and
soil conditions to qualify as a wetland, it will still meet the
definition of wetland.

Commissioner Yeager stated that he does not see why the state
should want to take a look at less acreage than what the Corps
thinks they should be looking at.

Mr. Stokes stated that the decision the Commission has to make is

whether or not it is in the best interest of Iowa's enviornmental
resources to do that or not.
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Director Wilson commented that he wouldn't encourage the
Commission to make a decision on a worst case scenario. He
pointed out that there is a need to look at the whole picture and
what is best for the environment in protection of the few
remaining wetlands. He emphasized that the department's
recommendations are to not cede the authority to review and make
a decision on 401 certifications. He added that this authority
should not be ceded to the federal government.

Discussion followed.

Several people requested to address the Commission on this issue.
Chairperson Hartsuck recognized the following people.

DON BALVANZ

Don Balvanz, Hardin County Supervisor, addressed the Commission
asking them to pass Permit #26 relating to one acre or less.

DICK DOLANDISH

Dick Dolandish, Polk County Physical Planning Division, stated
that there are a lot of instances in Iowa where one acre should

be protected. The count applied for a 404 permit on a $10
million flood project the county is doing with the City of Des
Moines. It contains 6/10 of an acre of wetlands and the 404

permit was denied without 401 certification. He added that it is
not a site that deserves protection, and DNR is now investigating
it as a hazardous waste site. Mr. Dolandish stated that
noncertification of the nationwide permit will require thatall of
the silt cleaned from a drainage ditch be hauled away and it will
cost $2.50/cubic yard to be hauled.

Discussion followed regarding staff workload, and Mr. Stokes
reiterited that there will not be an increase in staff workload
because of the new rules.

Motion was made by Gary Priebe to certify all of the nationwide
permits. Seconded by Rozanne King.

Margaret Prahl commented that while she is sympathetic and very
interested in finding a middle, compromised ground for the
concerns expressed at the hearing and today, she does not believe
certification of the nationwide permits is the way to do it.
She pointed out that by certifiying the nationwide permits the
Commission will forclose any opportunity for review for five
years, and she feels that would be a mistake. Commissioner Prahl
stated that she would prefer that the Commission make some
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modifications to the conditions that have been proposed, or adopt
the conditions as written and then direct staff to make future
modifications to address the concerns expressed.

Gary Priebe stated that the Commission has had discussion upon
discussion on this issue and by certifying these permits the
concern expressed by Commissioner Yeager is taken care of. He
added that this is also one of his concerns and most of the cases
coming before the Commission are a result of a person being mad
at a neighbor and turning them in. He noted that by certifying
the permits it allows the landowner to make choices to run his
operation as he sees fit, and still remain within certain
guidelines.

Nancylee Siebenmann stated that some of these concerns could be
alleviated in some of the modications that could be forthcoming.
She related that she believes in free enterprise and letting
people do as they wish with their land as 1long as it is
environmentally sound. She added that she feels it would be best
to modify some of the problems without blanket certification.

Chairperson Hartsuck requested a roll call vote. "Aye" vote was
cast by Commissioners Britt, King, Mohr, Priebe, and Yeager.
"Nay" vote was cast by Commissioners Prahl and Siebenmann.
Motion carried on a vote of 5-Aye to 2-Nay.

Director Wilson stated that he would like to voice displeasure
with the action taken on this issue. He related that the
Commission had a good opportunity to strike middle ground and do
something for the resources and for agriculture and di not do
it. He stated that he feels the Commission made a mistake.
Nothing would have changed from the way business has been done
for the past five years, but the Commission has now made a
decision that completely ties the hands of the department,
sacrifices the resource, and cedes Iowa's authority to the
federal government. He noted that the department needed that
authority to review those cases on a one-by-one basis. It has
been done for the past five years and has worked well. Director
Wilson pointed out that the Commission is appointed to protect
the natural resources of the state and when decisions are made
like this, the Commission is not fulfilling it's goal.

Clark Yeager commented that the Commission did not have any input
on this issue five years ago. He added that the Commission has
asked for the past two years for some education to be provided on
it. He related that it is a very confusing issue and he is not
sure whether the Commission made the right decision or the wrong
decision.

Margaret Prahl commented that the agenda brief and memo was the
most confusing she has ever read and the most difficult to
understand. She added that she really studied the issue because
of all the related phone calls she received.
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Chairperson Hartsuck stated that the Commission made a very big
error on this. He related that his perception of the Commission
has suffered as this was alignment that was strictly based on
narrow, economic considerations of one business group in the
state. He cautioned the Commission relating that they will be
perceived as a group of "politicians sitting around dealing" if
they do that sort of thing.

Commissioner Prahl asked if Chairperson Hartsuck meant a group of
agricultural interests. .

Chairperson Hartsuck indicated that would be the perception any
clear-thinking, unbiased person would have of what happened
today.

Charlotte Mohr stated that she would like to have had this issue
on the agenda as an informational item last month and had time to
really go over it. She added that she spent several days
studying the information.

Allan Stokes stated that he has always gone on record supporting
that a decision is the Commission's choice to make. He added
that he recognizes this is the Commission's decision and staff
will support it and go on with it, but he asked the Commission to
take responsibility for their decision. He related that four
hours of coversation was just finished on the subject and he is
not sure having it 30 days earlier would have changed anyones
mind. He asked the Comfission not to blame staff because the
information was not provided in adequate time. Mr. Stokes noted
that the information is sent ten days in advance of the meeting
so the Commission can spend one, or two, or three, or four days
on it, if that is what need be.

Margaret Prahl asked the individuals who voted with the
prevailing side to give some thought to move to reconsider the
decision so that the Commission does not put themselves and staff
in a position where they are powerless for five years. She
suggested making a motion to reconsider and modify to certify
certain permits and not others, or modify some of the conditions
approved in the permits. She noted that she cannot do it as she
did not vote with the prevailing side, but would urge one of the
Commissioners who can do so, to make a motion to reconsider.

Nancylee Siebenmann stated that she has probably had less
exposure to this subject than most of the Commissioners, but she
would speak in support of the motion to reconsider because if the
Commission cedes the authority, it is gone for five years. She
added that she did not understand a lot of the memo but she feels
it is a serious mistake to give up everything for five years.

No one took an action to reconsider.
Chairperson Hartsuck stated that he owes the Commission an

apology if he inferred that there is a lack of dedication. He
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added that he doesn't think anyone who comes down once a month
and spends weekends and evenings studying material Ffor $50/day
can be accused of a lack of dedication.

LEGISLATIVE BREAKFAST ASSIGNMENTS

Commissioners volunteered to handle specific topics as follows:

Richard Hartsuck - Water Quality Supply and Wastewater Operations

Gary Priebe - Environmental Trust Fund

Clark Yeager - Corrections Necessary for Federal Clean Air Act

Rozanne King - Increase Administrative Penalty Maximum to $10,000

Charlotte Mohr - Water Supply/Water Withdrawal/Wastewater Program
Amendments

Margaret Prahl - UST Amendments

Nancylee Siebenmann - Waste Reduction and Recycling Incentives

Verlon Britt - will circulate and help where needed

Chairperson Hartsuck reminded the Commission of the tour at the

Pirelli Armstrong Tire Company following the legislative
breakfast tomorrow.

NEXT MEETING DATES

February 17, 1992
March 16, 1992
April 20, 1992

ADJOURNMENT

With no further business to come before the Environmental
Protection Commission, Chairperson Hartsuck adjourned the meeting
at 4:45 p.m., Tuesday, January 21, 1992,
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